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SIR: 

This is an Appeal Brief pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed December 6, 2007 
appealing the rejection of claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 in the Office Action dated November 26, 

2007. 

I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest is Douglas B. Wilson, 20 Nichols Road, Cohasset, MA 02025, 
Applicant/ Appellant. 
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II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Appellant has filed an Appeal with regard to U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 10/720,821 
filed November 24, 2003, on even date. U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 10/720,821 is the 
parent of the present application. A number of issues to be decided in that the Appeal with regard 
to U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 10/720,821 are the same or similar to the issues to be decided 
in the present Appeal. Therefore, the decisions in the Appeal related to U.S. Patent Application 
Ser. No. 10/720,821 would directly affect or have a bearing on the Board's decision in this 
Appeal. 

III. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Appellant filed a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) on October 30, 2007. 
Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 were pending in the present application when the RCE was filed, 
and these claims are presented on appeal. 

Claims 1-13 were the original filed claims. In the Response dated October 27, 2005, 
Appellant cancelled claims 1-13 and added claims 14-28. In the Office Action dated December 
30, 2005, the Examiner issued a restriction requirement. In the Amendment and Response to 
Restriction Requirement dated January 30, 2006, Appellant selected the species of Figures 1, 3, 
and 4 that were readable on claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 to prosecute in the present application. 
Further, claims 20-23, 24/20, 25, 26, and 28 that were not selected were considered by the 
Examiner to be withdrawn fi-om prosecution in the present application. 

In the Office Action dated November 26, 2007, claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 have been 
finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second % for indefiniteness and under 35 U.S.C. §102 for 
anticipation in light of U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848 to Laubach et al. ("Laubach"), U.S. Patent No. 
2,118,540 to Van Arsdel ("Van Arsdel"), and U.S. Patent No. 2,134,020 to Anson ("Anson"). 
More specifically with regard to the latter rejection, the Examiner relied on Van Arsdel or Anson 
in rejecting claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation; and Laubach in rejecting claims 
14, 18, and 19/18 for anticipation. The indefiniteness and anticipation rejections to claims 14-19, 
24/14, and 27 are appealed. 
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The Examiner also has provisionally rejected claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting over claims 20-28 of co- 
pending, parent application U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 10/720,821, filed November 24, 
2003. This provisional rejection is not being appealed at this time. However, if the Board 
reverses the Examiner in this Appeal and the Appeal with regard to U.S. Patent Application Ser. 
No. 10/720,821, Appellant will file a terminal disclaimer to overcome any obviousness-type 
double patenting rejection. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

Claims 1-13 were the original filed claims. Claims 1-13 were cancelled and claims 14-28 
were added in the Response dated October 27, 2005. Claims 14-28 were added to overcome the 
Examiner's basis for rejecting claims 1-13 for anticipation under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) based 
separately on U.S. Patent No. 4,708,676 to Lin "(Lin"), U.S. Patent No. 4,875,386 to Dickinson 
("Dickinson"), and U.S. Patent No. 3,937,629 to Hamasaka ("Hamasaka"). The Examiner 
responded to the October 27"" Response by issuing a restriction requirement in the Office Action 
dated December 30, 2005. In Appellant's Amendment and Response to Restriction Requirement 
dated January 30, 2006, Appellant selected the species of Figures 1, 3, and 4 that were readable 
on claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 to prosecute in the present application.. In this Amendment, 
Appellant also amended Claims 14, 17, 18, and 20 to more distinctly claim the invention. 
Further, claims 20-23, 24/20, 25, 26, and 28 that were not selected were considered by the 
Examiner to be withdrawn from prosecution in the present application as evidenced in the Office 
Action dated March 30, 2006. 

In an Amendment dated June 12, 2006, Appellant amended claims 15 and 17 to 
overcome indefiniteness rejections under 35 U.S.C. §112, second % that was raised in the 
prosecution of U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 10/720,821, the parent application to the present 
application, to similar claim language. This was done before it was raised in the present 
application. This amendment to the claims 15 and 17 was repeated in the Response filed June 26, 
2006 (Appendix C to the Evidence Appendix), because the Examiner had not previously entered 
these amendments to the claims. The Examiner did enter these amendments to Claims 1 5 and 17 
after Appellant filed the June 26''' Response as evidenced in the Office Action dated July 14, 
2006. There were no fijrther amendments to the claims. 
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Claims 1-13 were rejected in the Office Action dated April 26, 2005. These claims, as 
stated, were cancelled in the Response dated October 27, 2005. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 
were finally rejected in the Office Action dated March 30, 2006. The rejection in the March 30, 
2006, Office Action was made final because the Examiner contended that "Applicant's 
amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in the Office Action." 
Applicant filed the Notice of Appeal on August 25, 2006. Appellant did not amend the claims in 
the Appeal Brief The Examiner issued an Examiner's Answer on September 13, 2006 and 
Appellant filed a Corrected Appeal Brief and Reply Brief on October 26, 2006. 

Appellant filed the RCE on October 30, 2007 with an Information Disclosure Statement 
(IDS). The IDS was directed to prior art for the Examiner to consider that was identified in a 
search report in a counterpart European application. In the November 26, 2007 Office Action, 
the Examiner issued a final rejection of claims 14-19, 24, and 27 on the same grounds as 
previously set forth in the Office Action dated March 30, 2006. In the November 26, 2007 
Office Action, the Examiner did not rely on any of the newly cited and considered prior art to 
form a basis of rejection. 

Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27, as amended in the Response dated June 26, 2006, are 
hereby presented in the Appeal. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The present invention is directed to a novel system and method that is associated with a 
steering wheel for relieving or preventing fatigue when driving a vehicle for extended periods of 

time. The system will at least provide support for a portion of the driver's body, such as wrists, 
to relieve or prevent fatigue. (Specification: Page 2, lines 5-10) The present invention also 
provides that the second section may be rigid, semi-rigid, non-deformable, or flexible. Of the 
pending claims, claim 14 is an independent claim and claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 depend 
directly or indirectly fi-om claim 14. 

Claim 14 recites a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus that has two sections.' 
According to claim 14, the first section connects to the periphery of the steering wheel. 
(Specification: Page 3, lines 19-26) The second section connects to, and extends outward from, 
the first section at an angle to a plane across the face of the steering wheel and the second 

' The Claims Appendix contains a full version of amended claim 14. 
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section, as stated, may be rigid, semi-rigid, flexible, or non-deformable. The second section will 
support, for example, the driver's wrists, as long as the pressure on the second section is less than 
the pressure necessary to deform it. However, when greater than the deforming pressure is 
applied to the second section, such as in an emergency, this section will deform out of the 
interference with the driver's ability to grab the steering wheel. (Figures 1, 2, 3, 4; Specification: 
Page 3, lines 19-32; Page 4, lines 10-23; Page 5, line 15 to Page 6, line 3) 

Claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 add further limitations to claim 14. Claim 15 adds that the 
steering wheel may control nautical vessels, aircraft, or ground transportation vehicles. 
(Specification: Page 2, lines 18-21; Page 8, original claim 2) Claim 16 adds that the second 
section can support the forearm, wrist, or hand. (Specification: Page 5, lines 11-14; Page 8, 
original claim 3) Claim 17 adds that the first section extends a predetermined length of the 
periphery of the steering wheel. (Figures 1 and 2; Specification: Page 3, lines 18-31; Page 4, line 
29 to Page 5, line 7; Page 8, original claim 4) Claim 1 8 adds that the second section includes at 
least two sections that connect to the first section. (Figure 2; Specification: Page 4, lines 10-13) 
Claim 19 adds that the first secfion is deformable. (Specification: Page 3, lines 18-25) Claim 
24/14 adds that the first section is formed integral with the steering wheel. (Figures 1 and 2; 
Specification: Page 5, lines 1-3) Claim 27 adds that the first section may be rigid, semi-rigid, or 
non-deformable. (Specification: Page 3, lines 18-25) Appellant notes for the puipose of this 
Appeal that Claim 27 recites that the first section may be flexible , rigid, semi-rigid, or non- 
deformable. However, the specification supports that the first section may be rigid, semi-rigid 
and non-deformable (Specification: Page 2, lines 1 9-32). Therefore, Appellant will agree to 
amend claim 27/14 in accordance with the specification. 

A significant aspect of the present invention is that the second section will deform out of 
interference with the operation of the steering wheel if it is grabbed in an emergency. This is 
shown graphically in Figure 4. The result is a novel apparatus that relieves or prevents fatigue 
when driving for extended periods of time but does not prevent the driver fi-om grabbing the 
wheel in emergencies. 
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Vl. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 were rejected in the Office Action dated November 26, 
2007. In that Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 on the following 
bases: 

A. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second f, for indefiniteness; 

B. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) for allegedly being 
anticipated by Van Arsdel; 

C. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for allegedly being 
anticipated by Anson; and 

D. Claims 14, 18, and 19/18 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for allegedly being anticipated by 
Laubach. 

Appellant filed the RCE on October 30, 2007, and did not amend the claims.^ In the 
Office Action dated November 26, 2007, the Examiner finally rejected claims 14-19, 24/14 and 
27. In that Office Action, the rejecfions advanced were the same as before: 

A. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second % for indefiniteness; 

B. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for allegedly being 
anticipated by Van Arsdel; 

C. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for allegedly being 
anticipated by Anson; and 

D. Claims 14, 18, and 19/18 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) for allegedly being anticipated by 
Laubach. 

Appellant requests that the Board review on Appeal and overturn the Examiner's bases 
for rejection set forth in the Office Action dated November 26, 2007. 

A copy of amended claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 is set forth in the Claims Appendix. 
Appellant also has attached an Evidence Appendix. The Evidence Appendix includes the 
following: Attachment A is a copy of the March 30, 2006, Office Action; Attachment B is a copy 
of Appellant's June 12, 2006, Response, which includes Appellant's last claim amendments; 
Attachment C is a copy of Appellant's June 26, 2006, Response which repeats Appellant's last 
claim amendments; Attachment D is a copy of the Office Action dated July 14, 2006; 

- The RCE was filed solely for the purpose of having the Examiner consider prior art cited in the counterpart 
European AppHcation. 
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Attachment E is a copy of Appellant's August 3, 2006, Amendment and Response to Notice of 
Non-Compliant Amendment; Attachment F is a copy of the May 9, 2006, Office Action from 
U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 10/720,821 ; and Attachment G is a copy of the Office Action 
dated November 26, 2007. 

VII. ARGUMENT 
A. General 

The Examiner has rejected claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second % 
for indefmiteness. The basis of the rejection is that the Examiner contends the terms "rigid," 
"semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non-deformable" in claims 14 and 17 are indefinite. Appellant 
submits that they are definite and the rejection should be reversed. 

The Examiner also has rejected claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b) for anticipation based on Van Arsdel or Anson, and claims 14, 18, and 19/18 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) for anticipation based on Laubach. The standard for sustaining a rejection for 
anticipation is that a single prior art reference must disclose each and every limitation of the 
claim. See, e.g., Schering Corp. v. Geneva Pharma., Inc., 339 F.3d 1373, 1377 (Fed. Cir. 2003) 
("[a] patent [claim] is invalid for anticipation if a single prior art reference discloses each and 
every limitation of the claimed invention"); Trintec Industries, Inc. v. Top-USA Corp., 295 F.3d 
1292, 1295 (Fed. Cir. 2002) ("[a] single prior art reference anticipates a patent claim if it 
expressly or inherently describes each and every limitation set forth in the patent claim. ... 
Inherent anticipation requires that the missing descriptive material is 'necessarily present,' not 
merely probably or possibly present, in the prior art"); Brown v. 5M, 265 F.3d 1349, 1351 (Fed. 
Cir. 2001) ("[t]o anticipate, every limitation of the claimed invention must be found in a single 
prior art reference, arranged as in a claim"); Kloster Speedsteel AB v. Crucible, Inc., 794 F.2d 
1565, 1571 (Fed. Cir. 1986) ("absent from the reference of any claimed element negates 
anticipation"). Neither Van Arsdel, Anson, nor Laubach meet this standard and the rejections 
should be reversed. 

In the Office Action dated July 14, 2006, the Examiner stated the following with regard 
to the support for the anticipation rejections based on Van Arsdel, Anson, and Laubach:^ 



^ A copy of the Office Action dated July 14, 2006 is attached as Appendix D to the Evidence Appendix. 
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Moreover, Applicant's arguments are similar to the arguments presented in co- 
pending Application No. 10[/]720821 [.] [T]he Examiner's response to the final 
rejection on May 9, 2006 of Appl. '821 is incorporated herein by reference. 

The final rejection in co-pending U.S. Patent Applicafion Sen No. 10/720,821, the parent 
of the present application, was directed to the anticipation rejections based on Van Arsdel, 
Anson, and Laubach. The Examiner advanced the same or substantially the same arguments as 
are advanced in the present application as grounds for rejecting claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 for 
anticipation based on these three references. ^ Therefore, Appellant is advancing the same or 
substantially similar posidons in this Appeal with regard to overcoming the Examiner's 
anficipafion rejections that have been raised against claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27. A copy of the 
Office Action dated May 9, 2006, firom co-pending U.S. Patent Application Serial 
No. 10/720,821 is attached as Appendix F to the Evidence Appendix. 

B. The Claims are Definite 

The Examiner contends that claims 14 and 27 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
second *|, because of the recitation of the tenns "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non- 
deformable."^ Applicant submits that these terms would be understood by a person of ordinary 
skill in the art in light of the present invention. 

In particular, the Examiner asserts that these terms are indefinite because they "[are] not 
defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for the requisite degree, and 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention." 
Further, the Examiner contends "it is unclear what range of Rockwell hardness of the material of 
the second section is required in order to be considered as tenns "rigid, semi-rigid, or flexible, or 
non-deformable." Appellant submits that the claims are definite as will be shown. 

Claims 14 and 27 include the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non- 
deformable." Appellant attached as Attachment A to the Response dated June 26, 2006, excerpts 
from the Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary. These excerpts demonstrate that each of the terms 
that the Examiner has contended is indefinite is a very common term that a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would understand with sufficiency to make and use in the present invention. 



See Office Action dated November 26, 2007 (Appendix G to the Evidence Appendix.) 
' See Section V above with respect to the indefiniteness rejection directed to claim 27. 
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Moreover, Appellant has not given any special meaning to these terms other than their ordinary 
meaning. 

The dictionary excerpts that are part of Appendix B to the Evidence Appendix make plain 
for a person of ordinary skill in the art what would be understood with regard to the scope of the 
claims when either "rigid," "semi-rigid," or "flexible," or "non-deformable," is used. As such, 
claims 14 and 27 would be definite in the hands of a person of ordinary skill in the art. Noting 
this, Appellant overcomes the Examiner's indefmiteness rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
% as to the use of the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non-deformable," and 
respectfully requests that the Board reverse this rejection. 

C. Van Arsdel Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 

The Examiner rejected claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 as being anticipated by Van 
Arsdel. In order to demonstrate that Van Arsdel includes each of the elements of claim 20, the 
Examiner principally relies on the Van Arsdel 's Figures and Examiner-annotated versions of 
Figures 3 and 5 of Van Arsdel.^ In his rejection, the Examiner states that reference no. 4 (in the 
Van Arsdel Figures) equates to the first section and reference no. 2 (in the Van Arsdel Figures) 
equates to the second section of claim 14. Appellant submits that the Examiner fails to consider 
and appreciate all of the elements of the second section because if he does, two things are clear: 
(i) the grip-rest is in a plane parallel with the one across the face of the steering wheel and (ii) 
there is a missing element. Therefore, Van Arsdel does not establish a prima facie basis of 
anticipation, even considering the "broadest reasonable interpretation" standard recited by the 
Examiner in the Office Action. 

At least one missing element from the Van Arsdel teachings is underlined in the 

following quotation: 

The second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a 
plane across the face of the steering wheel, the second section for supporting at 
least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of 
the vehicular operator's body on the second section is less than the pressure for 
deforming the second secfion out of interference with the vehicular operator's 
ability to operate the steering wheel and deforming out of interference with the 
vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel when pressure from the 

The annotated versions of Figures 3 and 5 are Attachment 1 to the Office Action dated November 26, 2007. 
(Appendix G to the Evidence Appendix) 
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portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section is equal to or 
greater than the pressure for performing the second section out of interference 
with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel . [Emphasis 
added] 
Claim 14. 

In making reference to Van Arsdel in the Office Action dated November 26, 2007, the 
Examiner in stating his rejection does not cite to portions of the specification to support his 
contentions but only refers to his annotated version of the Figures.^ However, in attempting to 

respond to Appellant's position with regard on Van Arsdel, the Examiner again relies on his 
annotated version of the Figures but also states reliance on the following portions of the 



specification: 



Van Arsdel 


Purpose for Citation 


Page 1 , Right Column, 
Lines 13-28 


"[Van] Arsdel teaches the second section that connects to and extends 
from a first section outward at an angle relative to the plane across the 
face of the steering wheel." (O.A. dated November 26, 2007, p. 10) 


Page 1 , Right Column, 
Line 49-Page 2, Left 
Column, Line 2 


"Appellant's contention that '[ojnce the grip-rest of [Van] Arsdel's 
handgrip is in place, it is fixed, and does not move' is unsupported by 
substantial evidence in the record." (O.A. dated November 26, 2007, 
p. 10) 


Page 2, Left Column, 
Lines 28-32 


"[Van] Arsdel explicitly teaches that the driver may loosen the 
screw 14 in Fig. 6 so that it is deformable in order that the driver can 
put extensive pressure on it and it will move for steering the 
automobile." (O.A. dated November 26, 2007, p. 1 1) 



In the co-pending application on appeal, U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 10/720,821, 
the Examiner relied on Van Arsdel at Page 1, Right Column, Lines 29-54 to support his 
anticipation rejection.'' Although what the Examiner relies on in the present application and 



'' See Office Action dated November 26, 2007, pp. 3-4 (Appendix G to the Evidence Appendix). 
* See Office Action dated November 26, 2007, pp. 9-1 1 (Attachment G to the Evidence Appendix), 
^ Van Arsdel states the following at Page 2, Right Column, Lines 29-54: 

The rotation of the steering wheel by hand pressure against the flanges 4 and 5 is assisted by the palm and 
fingers which are wrapped around the rim of the wheel, and to increase the finger hold the grip-rest 2, which is 
thickened and bifurcated to straddle the rim as shown in Fig. 6, is provided with recesses separated by ridges here 
shown as three in number, 6, 7, and 8 . . . . 

The weight of the hand and arm are comfortably supported with the bottom of the hand resting in the 
concavity of the grip-rest as shown in Fig. 1, or with the ball of the thumb seated in the concavity as shown in 
Fig. 2.... 

My improved grip-rest may be formed integral with the rim of the steering wheel as shown in Fig. 8, but I 
prefer to make it removable as an attachment for any make of car and also to make it adjustable to suit the 
requirements or fancy of the driver. 
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what he relies on in the co-pending application overlap to some degree, they are not the same. 
However, whether the Board considers either set of citations, neither supports that the grip-rest in 
Van Arsdel is deformable according to claim 14 of the present application. 

The Examiner contends that the grip-rest is deformable. However, as the Examiner 
acknowledges in citing to Van Arsdel, Page 2, Left Column, Lines 28-32, Van Arsdel requires 
the following to move the grip-rest: loosen the screw, reposition the grip-rest, and retighten the 
screw. '° Appellant submits that this is not deforming according to claim 14 during normal use 
of the grip-rest because once the grip-rest of Van Arsdel is in place, it is fixed, and does not 
move. Thus, Van Arsdel is missing at least the deforming element. 

Appellant's position on the teachings of Van Arsdel is supported by the reference: 

The grip-rest 2 is concave longitudinally and about half of the rest extends over and 
part way across a steering wheel rim 3 in a maimer to slope downwardly and inwardly 
of the rim. The outer edge 4 on the side, and 5 on the rear end of the concave, located 
above the rim, extends up into a marginal flange to be contacted by the inside of the ball 
of the thumb by the bottom of the hand, depending upon which part of the hand is 
seated on the rest. These flanges 4 and 5 enable the operator instantly to feel any 
deviation of the car from a straight course and gives him something substantial to push 
against in resistance and also in rotating the wheel to steer the car around comers and 
curves and away from obstructions or bad places in the roadway . Emphasis added] 

Van Arsdel, Page 1, Right Column, Lines 13-28. 

The quotation immediately above clearly demonstrates that the grip-rest of Van Arsdel 

does not deform according to claim 14 when pressure is applied to it. Noting this, Van Arsdel is 

missing at least one element and, as such, it cannot establish a prima facie basis of anticipation. 
Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend ft-om claim 14. As such, each of these claims 

has all of the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 are not 

anticipated by Van Arsdel for at least the same reasons as Claim 14. 

In Section V above, Appellant states what claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 add to what 

is claimed in claim 14. These separate combinations, namely 15/14, 16/14, 17/14, 19/17, 24, and 

27/14, each provides bases for not being anticipated, which includes the reasons claim 14 is not 

anticipated. 



See Office Action dated November 26, 2007, p. 14. (Appendix G to the Evidence Appendix). 
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Noting the foregoing, Appellant has demonstrated clearly that claims 14-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Van Arsdel and respectfully request that this basis for 
rejection be reversed. 

D. Anson Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 

The Examiner rejected claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 as being anticipated by Anson. 
Relying on Examiner-annotated versions Figures 1, 2, and 8 of Anson, the Examiner states that 
reference no. 1 3 equates to the first section and reference no. 1 1 equates to the second section of 
claim 14." However, it is important to review the true teachings of Anson since the Examiner 
places tremendous weight on it in considering the issue of anticipation: 

I have found that in the driving of an automobile and particularly when driving for 
extended periods of time over long distances, the normal manner of holding and 
manipulating the steering wheel, wherein both driver's hands grasp the wheel and 
positions which require the driver's arms remain in a raised and more or less urmatural 
and uncomfortable position, considerable strain develops in the driver's hands, arms, 
shoulders and back particularly, and results in excess of fatigue ... 

To obviate these disadvantages , I have devised an attachment for steering wheels, 
which permits a driver to assume a completely comfortable and relaxed driving 
position, while at the same time, affords a means permitting the driver to at all times 
retain positive operating control of the steering wheel. [Emphasis added] 
Anson, Page 1, Left Column, Lines 6-25. 

The steering wheel attachment of Anson is described as follows: 

The attachment comprises a hand grip portion 11, which is preferably of bulbular 
forni.... Grip portion 1 1 normally extends downwardly from the wheel rim and is of 
suitable length to adapt same to extend to the region of the driver's lap so that it may be 
grasped by the driver's hand when his hand is resting in a nornial comparable position 
in his lap . Grip portion 1 1 is reduced in cross-sectional area at one end to form a neck 
12. Neck 12. . .will have sufficient pliability. . .to be deflected from its normal pendant 
position without adversely affecting the measure of control of the steering wheel 
movements afforded by the positive operating movement of the attachment, while at the 
same time, neck 12 will retain sufficient rigidity to permit operating movements of hand 
grip 11 to be positively communicated to the steering wheel rim for effective control of 
its movements . [Emphasis added] 
Anson, Page 1, Right Column, Line 49 - Page 2, Left Column, Line 18. 

As with Van Arsdel, the Examiner cites the portions of the Anson specification he is 

relying on to support his anticipation rejection in his response to Appellant's position regarding 



' ' See Office Action dated November 26, 2007, p. 5. (Appendix G to the Evidence Appendix). 
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the applicability of Van Arsdel to support the Examiner's contentions. The following table 
shows the Examiner's citation to Anson to support his anticipation contention: 



Anson 


Purpose for Citstion 


Page 2, Right 
Column, Lines 25-40 


"Anson's grip is made of flexible or semi-rigid material, therefore, 
Anson's grip is deforaiable or deflectable out of interference with the 
vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel, i.e., out of the 
normal position." (O.A. dated November 26, 2007, p. 12) 


Page 1, Left 
Column, Lines 48- 
Right Column, 
Line 32 


The Anson attachment may be moved. (See O.A. dated November 26, 
2007, p. 12) 


Page 2, Left 
Column, Lines 62-72 


The description of how to move the attachment to different locations on 
the steering wheel by loosening, moving, and reattaching it. (See O.A. 

dated November 26, 2007, pp. 12-13) 



The Examiner's first citation to Anson at Page 2, Right Column, Lines 25-40 is directed 
to the material that is used to form the attachment. However, the deflection that is referred to 
there is with regard to using the attachment for steering vehicle not for deformation out of 
interference with the operation of the steering wheel. ''^ 

The Examiner has cited Anson at Page 2, Left Column, Lines 62-72, as teaching the 
defonnability element of the second section in claim 14. As the quotation above demonstrates, 
when the Anson handgrip is in use, it is in the pendant position below the steering wheel and 
used to steer the vehicle. If, during normal operations, the driver were to grab the steering wheel 
in an emergency situation, he would release the handgrip and grab the wheel, for example, at the 
10 and 2 o'clock positions. In doing so, the pendant-hanging handgrip would not be deformed as 
set forth in claim 14 because it would not be in use at all. Moreover, if it were used, it would not 
be deformed out of interference but would be held in the pendant position to steer the vehicle and 
not released. Further, if the handgrip is moved to the top of the steering wheel, it will be 
awkward and dangerous to use because the driver's hands will be disposed through the steering 
wheel. In this position, it also will not provide any of the benefits recited in Anson to relieve 
fatigue in the arms or hands of the driver. 



See the full quotation to Anson at Page 1, Right Column, Line 49 - Page 2, Left Column, Line 18 at page 12 of 
this Appeal Brief. 
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The Examiner has stated the handgrip of Anson equates to deformation according to 
claim 14 because it may be moved from the bottom pendant position to the top of the steering 
wheel. When the handgrip is moved to the top, it is moved there to be placed purposefully out of 
use all the time. As such, it will not be in a position to be deformed as set forth in the second 
section of claim 14. '-^ If the handgrip is moved to the top of the steering wheel, as suggested by 
the Examiner, it would be awkward and dangerous to use for driving because the driver's hands 
would be disposed through the steering wheel. In order to move the handgrip, it would be 
understood that the vehicle would have to be stopped, the handgrip detached and repositioned at 
the top, and reattached. Noting this, Anson is missing at least the deforming element of claim 20 
and, as such, it does not support a prima facie basis of anticipation. 

Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. Thus, each of these claims has 
all of the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 are not anticipated 
by Anson for at least the same reasons as claim 14. 

In Section V above, Appellant sets forth what claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 add to 
claim 14. These separate combinations, namely 15/14, 16/14, 17/14, 19/17, 24, and 27/14, each 
provides bases for not being anticipated, which includes the reasons claim 14 is not anticipated 
by Anson. 

Noting the foregoing. Appellant has demonstrated clearly that claims 14-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Anson and respectfully request that this basis for rejection 
be reversed. 

E. Laubach Does Not Anticipate Claims 14, 18, and 19/18 

The Examiner rejected 14, 18, and 19/18 for anticipation based on Laubach. The 
Examiner relies on the Examiner-annotated version Figure 2 of Laubach and indicates that 
reference nos. 7 and 8 equates to the first section and reference no. 10 equates to the second 

section of claim H.''* Appellant submits that Laubach does not form a prima facie basis of 
anticipation because at least one element is missing. 

As with the other two references, Appellant thought the Examiner would cite to the 
specific sections of the Laubach specification he would contend supported his anticipation 
rejection in his response for Appellant's positions on Laubach. However, in the Office Action 
Anson, Page 2, Left Column, Lines 68-72. 

See Office Action dated March 30, 2006, pp. 5-6. (Appendix A to the Evidence Appendix) 
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dated November 26, 2007, the Examiner referred only to screw 5 and rim 6 of the knob attached 

to the steering wheel without citation to specific sections of the specification. Appellant will 

address Laubach even though the Examiner has failed to properly support his rejection by 

citation to the specification. 

Laubach states the following with regard to the knobs attached to the steering wheel: 

By particularly considering the Figures 2 and 3, it will be seen that 
the knobs 2 are secured to the rim of the wheel 1 by means of 
securing screws 4, these screws being threaded as indicated at 5 
longitudinally through the knob 2. and extending for quite a 
distance through the entire length of the knobs, thereby efficiently 
bracing the same . The inner ends of the knobs 2 are concave as 
indicated at 6, so as to conform to the contour of the outer 
periphery of the wheel 1 ... 

Each knob 2 is provided with a plurality of finger sockets 9 upon 
the upper face thereof, and an enlarged head portion 10 at the outer 
end thereof, for the purpose of facilitating the gripping of the knob 
and preventing the actual slippage of the hand of the operator fi-om 
the knob 2 . [Emphasis added] 
Laubach, Page 1, Lines 43-71. 

The description of the knobs and a review of the Figures makes plain that the knobs are 
not deformable and they are not disposed at an angle with respect to the plane across the face of 
the steering wheel. The knobs are rigidly connected to the steering wheel by screws 5. Any 
movement of them requires removing the screws, drilling the wheel at a new location, and 
reattaching the knobs at the new location. At this new location, the knobs will be in a plane 
parallel to the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 

The knobs do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel, as 
does the second section of claim 14. In fact, once the Laubach knobs are secured by screws 5 as 
shown and described, they are fixed and not movable during nonnal operations. If they are not 
unscrewed, the only movement would be to apply a destructive force to the knobs, thereby 
breaking them. Therefore, Laubach does not support a prima facie basis of anticipation because it 
is missing at least one element of claim 14 relating to deformation of the knobs out of 
interference with the operation of the steering wheel in the normal operation of the knobs. 
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As Appellant previously stated, claims 18 and 19/18 depend from claim 14. As such, 
each of these claims have all of the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 18 and 19/18 are not 
anticipated by Laubach for the same reasons as claim 14. 

Section V above states what claims 18 and 19/1 8 add to the invention of claim 14. These 
separate combinations, namely 14/18 and 14/19, each provides bases for not being anticipated, 
which includes the reasons claim 14 is not anticipated by Laubach. 

Noting the foregoing, Appellant has demonstrated clearly that claims 1 4, 1 8 , and 1 9/ 1 8 
are not anticipated by Laubach and respectfully request that this basis or rejection be reversed. 
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VIII. Claims Appendix 

1-13. (Cancelled) 

14. (Previously Presented) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated with a 
steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel; and 

a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or iion-defonTiable second section that connects to, and 
extends from the first section at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel, the second section 
extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane across a front face of the steering 
wheel, the second section for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when 
pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section is less than the 
pressure for deforming the second section out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability 
to operate the steering wheel, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's 
ability to operate the steering wheel when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's 
body on the second section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second 
section out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel. 

15. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 1 4, wherein the steering 
wheel includes the steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, aircraft, or ground 
transportation vehicle. 

1 6. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the portion 
of the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

1 7. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 1 4, wherein the first 
section extends a predetermined length of the peripheral portion of the steering wheel. 

1 8. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the second 
section includes at least two second sections that each connect to the first section at separate 
locations. 
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1 9. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 1 7 or 1 8, wherein the 

first section is deformable. 

20. (Withdrawn) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated with a steering 
wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

at least two discrete first sections that each connect to a peripheral portion of the steering 
wheel, and 

a discrete rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that connects to, 
and extends firom each first section at a peripheral portion of the steering wheel, each second 
section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane across a fi-ont face of the 
steering wheel, each second section for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's 
body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section is 
less than the pressure for deforming the second section out of interference with the vehicular 
operator's ability to operate the steering wheel, and deforming out of interference with the 
vehicular operator's ability to operator the steering wheel when pressure form the portion of the 
vehicular operator's body on the second section is equal to or greater than the pressure for 
deforming the second section out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate 
the steering wheel. 

2 1 . (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the steering wheel 
includes a steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, aircraft or ground 

transportation vehicle. 

22. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the portion of the body 
supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

23. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the apparatus is 

adjustable for supporting different sizes or types of body portions. 

24. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein each first 
section is formed integral with the steering wheel. 



USIDOCS 5905479v! 



18 



Attorney Docket No. 1 14089. 121 USl 
Date of Electronic Deposit: December 6, 2007 



25. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20, wherein each first section 
is detachable fi"om the steering wheel. 

26. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein each first section is 
deformable. 

27. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the first 
section is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 

28. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the first secUon is 
flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 
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IX. Evidence Appendix 

Attachment A is a copy of the March 30, 2006, Office Action; 

Attachment B is a copy of Appellant's June 12, 2006, Response, which includes 

Appellant's last claim amendments; 
Attachment C is a copy of Appellant's June 26, 2006, Response; 
Attachment D is a copy of the Office Action dated July 14, 2006; 
Attachment E is a copy of Appellant's August 3, 2006, Amendment and Response to 

Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment; 
Attachment F is a copy of the May 9, 2006 Office Action in co-pending U.S. Patent 

Application Serial No. 10/720,821; and 
Attachment G is a copy of the Office Action dated November 26, 2007. 
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X. Related Proceedings Appendix 
None 
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CONCLUSION 

In the foregoing, Appellant has clearly traversed each of the Examiner's bases for 
rejecting amended claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second % for 
indefmiteness, and claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §102 for allegedly being 
anticipated by Van Arsdel, Anson, and Laubach. Accordingly Appellant requests that the Board 
reverse these outstanding rejections and remand the application to Examiner and direct that the 
application be sent to issue. 

No fees are believed due; however, please charge any additional fees due or 
overpayments to Deposit Account No. 08-0219. 



Respectfully submitted, 



s/Wayne M. Kennard 



Dated: December 6, 2007 Wayne M. Kennard 

Registration No. 30,271 
Attorney for Appellant 



Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP 
60 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel: 617-526-6183 
Fax: 617-526-5000 
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1. The Amendment filed on January 30, 2006 and the Letter in Response to the Signature 
filed on February 8, 2006 have been entered. 

2. Applicant's election of the species of Figs. 1, 3, and 4 in the reply filed on January 30, 
2006 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election 
without traverse. MPEP § 818.03(a). 

3. Claims 20-23, 24/20, 25, 26, and 28 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no -allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on January 30, 2006. 

4. The drawings are objected to because each part of the invention, such as, the angle in 
claim 14 should be designated by a referential numeral or character. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office acfion to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed fi-om the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief descripfion of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
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be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: each part of the 
invention, such as, the angle in claim 14 should be designated by a referential numeral or 

character. Appropriate con-ection is required. 

6. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter, such as, the angle in claim 14. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP 
§ 608.0 l(o). Correction is required. 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable" in claims 14 and 27 is a 
relative term, which renders the claim indefinite. The term "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," or 
"non-deformable" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably 
apprised of the scope of the invention. For example, it is unclear what range of Rockwell 
hardness of the material of the second section is required in order to be considered as being 
"rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable." See Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., 
163 USPQ 397 (DC N 111 1969)("Flexibility" and "rigidity" are relative terms, particularly since 
virtually any thing will flex if enough pressure is applied to it). 
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It is unclear whether: 

(a) the term that appears at least twice, such as, "a steering wheel" in claim 15/14 
refers to the same or different things. See double inclusion in MPEP 2 1 73.05(o); and 

(b) a confusing variety of terms, such as, "a peripheral portion of the steering 
wheel" and "a predetermined peripheral portion of the steering wheel" in claim 17/14 refers to 
the same or different things. See MPEP 608.0l(o). 

9. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27, as best understood, are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Van Arsdel (US Patent No. 2,1 18,540). 

Regarding claim 14, Van Arsdel teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus 

associated with a steering wheel 3 for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section 4 (i.e., a horizontal section) that cormects to a peripheral portion of 

the steering wheel 3; and 

a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section 2 that connects 

to, and extends from the first section 4 at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel 3, the 
second section 2 extends from the first section 4 outward at an angle (see angle a in Figs. 3 and 5 
of Attachment 1) to a plane (Att. 1) across a firont face of the steering wheel 3, the second section 
2 for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion 
of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 2 is less than the pressure for deforming 
the second section 2 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the 
steering wheel 3, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to 
operate the steering wheel 3 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on 
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the second section 2 is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 2 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 3. 

Regarding claim 15, the steering wheel 3 includes a steering wheel 3 for controlling at 
least a nautical vessel, aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

Regarding claim 16, the portion of the body supported by the second section includes at 
least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

Regarding claim 17, the first section 4 extends a length of a predetermined peripheral 
portion of the steering wheel 3. 

Regarding claim 19/17, the first section 4 is defomiable. Note that virtually any thing 
will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See "flexibility" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub 
Co., Inc., supra. 

Regarding claim 24/14, each first section 4 is formed integral with the steering wheel 3. 
It is well settled that the term "integral" is not restricted to a one-piece article. The term 
"integral" is sufficiently broad to embrace constructions united by such means as fastening and 
welding. See In re Hotte, 111 USPQ 326 (CCPA); In re Clark, 102 USPQ 241 (CCPA); In re 
Dike, 157 USPQ 581 (CCPA); In re Kohno, 157 USPQ 275 (CCPA); and In re Morris, 43 
USPQ2d 1753, 1757 (CAFC 1997). 

Regarding claim 27, the first section 4 is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 
See "flexibility" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. 

10. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Anson (US Patent No. 2, 1 34,020). 
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Regarding claim 14, Anson teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel 10 for controUing a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section 13 that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel 10; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section 1 1 that cormects 
to, and extends from the first section 13 at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel 10, the 
second section 1 1 extends from the first section 13 outward at an angle (see angle a in Fig. 8 of 
Attacliment 2) to a plane (Att. 2) across a front face of the steering wheel 10, the second section 
1 1 for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion 
of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 1 1 is less than the pressure for deforming 
the second section 1 1 out of mterference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the 
steering wheel 10, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to 
operate the steering wheel 10 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on 
the second section 1 1 is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 1 1 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 10. 

Regarding claim 15, the steering wheel 10 includes a steering wheel 10 for controlling at 
least a nautical vessel, aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

Regarding claim 16, the portion of the body supported by the second section includes at 
least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

Regarding claim 17, the first section 13 extends a length of a predeteraiined peripheral 
portion of the steering wheel 10. 
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Regarding claim 19/17, the first section 13 is deformable. Note that virtually any thing 

will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub 

4 

Co., Inc., supra. 

Regarding claim 24/14, each first section 13 is formed integral with the steering wheel 

10. See In re Hotte\ In re Clark; In re Dike; In re Kohno; and In re Morris, supra. 

Regarding claim 27, the first section 13 is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or nondeformable. 
See "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co.. Inc., supra. 

11. Claims 14, 18, and 19/18, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Laubach (US Patent No. 1,575,848). 

Regarding claim 14, Laubach teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel 1 for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section 7, 8 that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel 1; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section 10 that coruiects 
to, and extends from the first section 7, 8 at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel 1 , the 
second section 10 extends from the first section 7, 8 oi^ward at an angle (see angle a in Fig. 2 of 
Attacliment 3) to a plane (Att. 3) across a front face (Att. 3) of the steering wheel 1, the second 
section 10 for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the 
portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 10 is less than the pressure for 
deforming the second section 10 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to 
operate the steering wheel 1, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's 
ability to operate the steering wheel 1 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's 
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body on the second section 1 0 is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second 
section 10 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 1. 

Regarding claim 18, the second section 10 includes at least two second sections (Fig. 1) 
that each connect to the first section 7, 8 at separate locations. 

Regarding claim 19/18, the first section 7, 8 is deformable. Note that virtually any thing 
will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub 
Co., Inc., supra. 

12. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27, as best understood, are provisionally rejected under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 20-28 of copending Application No. 10720821 (Appl.'821). Although the conflicting 
claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because claims 14-19, 
24/14, and 27 of this application and claims 20-28 of Appl.'821 substantially claim common 
structures such as a first section and a second section connected to the first section. To the extent 
that claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 in this application call for the second section being rigid, semi- 
rigid or flexible, or non-deformable, meanwhile, claims 20-28 in Appl.'821 call for the second 
section being deformable, however, the tenns rigid, semi-rigid, flexible, non-deformable, and 
deformable are relative terms. In fact, when the second section is rigid, semi-rigid, or flexible, it 
will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. Altemafively, when the second section is 
deformable, it inherently is flexible. See Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co.. Inc., supra. On the other 
hand, it is well settled that selection of known material suitable for its intended purpose would 
have been obvious. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416 (CCPA 1960) and MPEP 2144.07. 



Application/Control Number: 10/727,306 
Art Unit: 3682 



Page 9 



It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to choose the material of the second section claimed in claims 14-19, 24/14, 
and 27 of this application such that it is deformable as claimed in claims 20-28 of Appl.'821 in 
order support a portion of the vehicular operator's body as taught or suggested by common 
knowledge in the art. In re Leshin, supra. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

13. Applicant's arguments filed November 3, 2005 and January 30, 2006 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

35 use 112, 2"" Paragraph 

Applicant contended that: 

New claims 14-28, like cancelled claims 1-13, include the 
terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non-deformable." 
Applicant has attached as Attachment A excerpts from the Ninth 
New Collegiate Dictionaiy. These excerpts demonstrate that each 
of the terms that the Examiner has contended is indefinite is a very 
common term that a person of ordinary skill in the art would 
understand with sufficiency to make and use the present invention. 
The attached excerpts make plain that a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would clearly understand the scope of the claims when 
"rigid," "semi-rigid," or "flexible," or "non-deformable," is used. 
As such, claims 14-28 would be definite in the hands of a person of 
ordinary skill in the art. (Emphasis. added). 

The Examiner respectfully submits that Applicant is not confined to normal dictionary 

meaning. Fromson v. Advance Offset Plate, Inc., 219 USPQ 1137, 1140 (Fed. Cir. 1983). It is 
well established that dictionai-y definitions must give way to the meaning imparted by the 
specification. In re Johnston, 77 USPQ2d 1788, 1790 (Fed. Cir. 2006) cited Phillips v. AWH 
Industries, 415 F.3d 1303 [75 USPQ2d 1321](Fed. Cir. 2005)(e« banc). In the instant case, the 
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specification does not impart or define the meaning of the relative terms, such as, rigid, semi- 
rigid, flexible, and non-deformable. Assuming arguendo that a person of ordinary skill in the art 
would clearly understand the meaning of these terms as defined by dictionary, however, the 
scope of the claims is still deemed to be indefinite since it is unclear as to, e.g., what materials 
are covered by the claims. Hence, the rejection under 35 USC 1 12 is respectfully maintained. 
35 USC 102 

The rejection based on Lin, Dickinson, or ttamasaka is withdrawn in view of Applicant's 
amendment in the claims. Applicant's arguments regarding Lin, Dickinson, or Hamasaka are 
deemed to be moot. 

Obviousness Type Double Patenting 

Applicant has not filed the terminal disclaimer. Therefore, the rejection based on 
obviousness type double patenting has not been overcome. 

New Prior Art 

Applicant argued: 

Of the five patents, Laubach, Anson, Van Arsdel, and Berzer, 

among other things, disclose an elernent that engages the hand of 
the driver that is disposed outward or inward from the steering 
wheel rim in the plane across of the face of the steering wheel. As 
set forth in claims 14-28, the second section of the fatigue- 
relieving apparatus is disposed outward at an angle to the plane 
across the face of the steering. This distinguishes claims 14-28 
fi-om each of these references. (Emphasis added). 

The instant Office action only uses Laubach, Anson, and Van Arsdel. Each of these 
references teaches the second section disposed outward at an angle to the plane across the face of 
the steering wheel as seen in Attachments 1-3. Therefore, the elected claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 
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are not allowable. The remaining references Shipley and Berzer are not used to reject 
Applicant's claims. Applicant's arguments about Shipley and Berzer are moot. 

Conclusion 

For the reasons set forth above. Applicant's request to allow the claims is respectfully 

denied. 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new gi-ound(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of diis 
final action. 

15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vinli T. Luong whose telephone number is 571-272-7109. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Ridley can be reached on 571-272-6917. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Luong 

March 28, 2006 

VinhT. Luong 
Primary Examiner 
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In re Application of: Wilson Examiner: Vinh Luong 

Serial No.: 10/727,306 Art Unit: 3682 

Filing Date: December 3, 2003 

For: FATIGUE RELffiVING SUPPORT FOR STEERING WHEELS AND 
THE LIKE 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Response 

Sir: 

This is a Response to the Office Action dated March 30, 2006. This Response 
places the application and the claims therein, in condition for allowance. In this 
Response, the amendments to the specification begin on page 2, the amendment to the 
claims begin on page 5, and the Remarks begin on page 8. 
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Specification: 

Page 2, please rewrite the tliird full paragraph as follows: 
The system of the present invention will include at least one part that extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of the steering wheel or vehicular 
control. This part is at least partially deformable m at least one direction, so that the 
system will not interfere with the operation of die wheel or control. This deformability, 
however, will not impede the support function of the system on the invention. 
Furthermore, the deformable material has memory, so that after a deforming force is 
removed, it resumes its original predeformation configuration and shap e, which is 
extending outward at an angle from a plane across the face of the steering wheel or 
vehicular control. 

Page 3, please rewrite the seventh full paragraph as follows: 
Deformable material second section 102 extends outward from steering control 
105 over a predetermined section of the steering control^ which is shown in Figure 1 to be 
an arc. As is better shown in Figure 3. a deformable second section such as 102 extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of a steering control such as 105. 
Deformable second section 102 may extends outward from the steering control at or 
below the inside circumference of the control over the predetermined arc. This arc will 
typically include at least the ten 104 and two 106 o'clock positions, or may include the 
entire circumference. 

Page 4, please rewrite the fourth and fifth full paragraphs as follows: 
The first system of the present invention at 202 includes first section 204 that 
connects to steering contiol 21 1 and second section 205 that extends outward from first 
section 204. Further, a second section such as 205 extends outward at an angle from a 
plane across the face of a steering control such as 21 1 (see Figure 3). First section 204 
may be rigid, semi-rigid, or deformable, while second section 205 is deformable. If the 
first section is deformable, it may have memory. 

Similarly, the second system of the present invention at 203 includes first section 
207 that connects to steering control 21 1 and second section 209 that extends outward 
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from first section 207. Further, a second section such as 209 extends outward at an angle 
from a plane across the face of a steering control such as 211 (see Figure 3). First section 
207 may be rigid, semi-rigid, or deformable, while second section 209 is deformable. 
Again, if the first section is deformable, it may have memory. Further, second sections 
205 and 209 may be rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable and still be within 
the scope of the present invention. 

Page 5, please rewrite second full paragraph as follows: 
Referring to Figure 3, generally at 300, steering control 305 is shown that 
includes rim 308, spokes 310, and steering column 312. First section 301 is formed 
integral with rim 308 and deformable second section 302 extends outward from the first 
section. As is shown, second section 302 extends outward at angle 316 from plane 318 
across the face of steering control 305. The material of second section 302 has sufficient 
strength that when driving, the driver may rest his/her wrists or portions of the hands 322 
on the material and they will be supported. The structure is such that the weight of the 
arms and hands through the wrists or portions of the hands are supported without the 
material deforming. 

Page 6, please rewrite the second and third fijU paragraphs as follows: 
Referring to Figure 5, generally at 500, a second embodiment of the present 
invention is shown. System 501 of the present invention shown in Figure 5 includes a 
first section 502 that detachably connects to steering control rim. Deformable second 
section 503 connects to, and extends outwardly from, first section 502. As is shown, 
deformable second section 503 extends outward at angle 516 from plane 518 across the 
face of stee ring control rim 508. First section 502 may snap-on or otherwise attach to the 
steering control such that it may appear integral with the steering control. One of many 
possible known means for accomplishing this is by first section 502 being mostly rigid, 
and leaving a space 507 so the attachment can be forced over rim 508 and leave room for 
the steering control spokes 510. Regardless of the means for attachment, once first 
section 502 is attached to the steering control, it will provide all of the benefits that have 
been described for the first section being integrally formed with the rim. Additionally, 
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the second embodiment, may be a single structure with a single resting material support, 
a single structure with multiple resting supports, or multiple structures each with its own 
resting support. As in the other embodiments, the second section may be rigid, semi- 
rigid or flexible, or non-deformable and still be within the scope of the present invention. 

By way of example, Figure 6, generally at 600, shows another alternate method to 
attach the system of the present invention to steering control rim 608. The system in this 
figure has first section 602 that will envelop rim 608. First section 602 may be made 
from a flexible material. First section 602 may have a slit 611^ which after this section 
envelops the rim^ may be stitched shut by stitches 613. As in the other embodiments of 
the present invention, deformable second section 603 connects to, and extends outwardly 
from, first section 602. Further, a deformable second section such as 603 extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of a steering control rim such as 608 (see 
Figures 3 and 5). Again, the second section may be rigid, semi-rigid, or non-deformable 
and still be within the scope of the present invention. 
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In the Claims 

14. (Previously Amended) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that connects to, 
and extends from the first section at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel, the 
second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane across a front 
face of the steering wheel, the second section for supporting at least a portion of a 
vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's 
body on the second section is less than the pressure for deforming the second section out 
of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel, and 
deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering 
wheel when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second 
section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section out of 
interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel. 

15. (Currently Amended) The appaiatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
steering wheel includes a the steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, 
aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

16. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
portion of the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or 
hand. 

17. (Currently Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
first section extends a predetermined length of a predetermined the peripheral portion of 

the steering wheel. 

18. (Previously Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
second section includes at least two second sections that each connect to the first section 
at separate locations. 

19. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 17 or 18, wherein 
the first section is deformable. 
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20. (Previously Added) A fatigue relieving/preventing a 
with a steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

at least two discrete first sections that each connect to a peripheral portion of the 
steering wheel, and 

a discrete rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that 
connects to, and extends from each first section at a peripheral portion of the steering 
wheel, each second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane 
across a front face of the steering wheel, each second section for supporting at least a 
portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular 
operator's body on the second section is less than the pressure for deforming the second 
section out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering 
wheel, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operator 
the steering wheel when pressure form the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the 
second section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel. 

2 1 . (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the 
steering wheel includes a steering wheel for controUing at least a nautical vessel, aircraft 
or ground transportation vehicle. 

22. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the 
portion of the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or 
hand. 

23. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the 
apparatus is adjustable for supporting different sizes or types of body portions. 

24. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20, wherein 
each first section is formed integral with the steering wheel. 

25. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20, wherein 
each first section is detachable from the steering wheel. 

26. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein each 
first section is deformable. 

27. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the first 
section is flexible, rigid, or serai-rigid, or non-deformable. 
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28. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the first 
section is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 
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Remarks 

I. Introduction 

Applicant is in receipt of the Office Action dated at March 30, 2006. Claims 14- 
19, 24/14, and 27 are pending in the present application. The Examiner has recited 
several grounds for objecting to and rejecting the present application. Examiner objected 
to the drawings for not including representations to the angular disposition of second 
section of the fatigue/relieving apparatus. In view of this objection to the drawings, the 
Examiner objected to the specification. The Examiner also has objected to claims 14-19, 
24/14, and 27 for indefmiteness under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. Lastly, the 
Examiner rejected pending claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) for 
anticipation based on either Van Arsdel, U.S. Patent No. 2,1 18,540; Anson, U.S. Patent 
No. 2,134,020; or Laubach, U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848. Applicant will demonstrate 
herein that the objections and rejections have been overcome by this Response, thereby 
placing the present application in condition for allowance. 

ii. The Corrected Drawings Overcome the Examiner's Objection 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the drawings because 
"each part of the invention, e.g., the angle and the face in claim 14 should be designated 
by a reference numeral or character." Applicant has corrected the drawings as requested 
by the Examiner. These changes to the drawings do not add new matter. As such. 
Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for objection to the drawings. 

III. The Specification, As Amended, Overcome the Examiner's 
Objection 

On page 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the specification for 
"failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed the subject matter, such as, 'an 
angle,' in claim 14." Applicant has amended the specification to overcome this objection. 
These amendments do not add new matter. Therefore, this objection should be 
withdrawn. 
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IV. The Claims, As Amended Are Definitive. 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner contends that the terms "rigid", 
"semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable" in claims 14 and 17 are indefinite. 
Applicant submits that these terms would be understood by a person of ordinary skill in 
the art in light of the present invention. 

The Examiner contends that 14 and 17 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 12, 
second paragraph, because of the recitation of the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," 
and "non-deformable." In particular, the Examiner asserts that these terms are indefinite 
because these terms "[are] not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a 
standard for the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention." Further, the Examiner contends that 
"it is unclear what range of Rockwell hardness of the material of the second section is 
required in order to be considered as terms "rigid," semi-rigid, or flexible, or non- 
deformable." Applicant submits that the claims are definite as will be shown. 

Claims 14 and 17, include the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non- 
deformable." Applicant has attached as Attachment A excerpts from the Ninth New 
Collegiate Dictionary. These excerpts demonstrate that each of the terms that the 
Examiner has contended is indefinite is a very common term that a person of ordinary 
skill in the ait would understand with sufficiency to make and use the present invention. 
The attached excerpts make plain that a person of ordinary skill in the art would clearly 
understand the scope of the claims when "rigid," "semi-rigid," or "flexible," or "non- 
deformable," is used. As such, claims 14 and 17 would be definite in the hands of a 
person of ordinary skill in the art. Noting this. Applicant overcomes the Examiner's 
indefiniteness rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as to the use of the 
terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non-deformable," and respectfully requests 
that this rejection be withdrawn with regard to claims 14 and 19. 

The Examiner also rejected claims 15 and 17 for allegedly having no anticipated 
basis for the terms "a steering wheel" and "a peripheral portion of the steering wheel," 
respectively. Applicant has amended the claims to remove any possible confusion on the 
part of the Examiner with regard to overcoming this obviousness rejection. 
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Noting the foregoing, Applicant has traversed each of the Examiner's basis for 
rejecting the claims for indefmiteness under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

V. Claims 14-19 Are Not Anticipated Under 35 § U.S.C. 102(b) 

Claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 are pending in the present application. In the current 
Office Action, claims 14-19, 24-14 and 27 have been rejected by the Examiner for 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) based on a three references. These references are 
U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848 to Laubach ("Laubach"), U.S. Patent No. 2,118,540 to Van 
Arsdel ("Van Arsdel"), and U.S. Patent No. 2,134,020 to Anson ("Anson"). More 
specifically, the Examiner relied on Van Arsdel or Anson for rejecting claims 14-17, 
19/17, 24/14 and 27; and Laubach for rejecting claims 14, 18 and 19/18. Hereinafter, 
Applicant will demonstrate that claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27, as presently amended, place 
the present application in condition for allowance and the application should be passed to 
issue. 

A. Applicable haw 

In order for there to be anticipation under 35 U.S.C. §102, a single prior art 
reference must show each and every feature of the claimed invention in the same way. . 
Brown v. 3M, 265 F.3d 1349, 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2001) ("To anticipate, every limitation of 
the claimed invention must be found in a single prior art reference, arranged as in the 
claim"); Kloster Speedsteel AB v. Crucible, Inc., 793 F.2d 1565, 1571 (Fed. Cir. 1986) 
("absence from the reference of any claimed element negates anticipation"). Applicant 
submits that neither Van Arsdel, Anson, nor Laubach satisfy this standard for finding 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

B. Van Arsdel Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 
Claim 14 is an independent claim and claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 depend from 

claim 14. As such, claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 add features to claim 20. 

In relying on Van Arsdel, the Examiner does not cite to any descriptions of the 
auto steering wheel handgrip disclosed in this reference but annotates the drawings for 
this purpose. Specifically, the Examiner annotated Figures 3 and 5 in an attempt to show 
what is being claimed in claim 14. The Examiner states that reference no. 4 equates to the 
first section and reference no. 2 equates to the second section of claim 14. Applicant 
submits that the Examiner fails to consider and appreciate all of the elements of the 
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second section because if he did, two things would be clear (i) the grip-rest is in a plane 
parallel with the one across the face of the steering wheel and (ii) there is a missing 
element. 

Van Arsdel at column 2, lines 13-54 states: 

The grip-rest 2 is concave longitudinally and about half of the rest 
extends over and part way across the steering wheel rim 3 in a manner to 
slope downwardly and inwardly of the rim. The outer edge 4 on the side, 
and 5 of the rear end of the concave, located above the rim, extends up 
into a marginal flange to be contacted by the inside of the ball of the 
thumb or by the bottom of the hand, depending upon which part of the 
hand is seated on the rest. These flanges 4 and 5 enable the operator 
instantly to feel any deviation of the car from a straight course and gives 
him something substantial to push against in resistance and also in rotating 
the wheel to steer the car around comers and curves and away from 
obstructions or bad places in the roadway. 

The rotation of the steering wheel by hand pressure against the 
flanges 4 and 5 is assisted by the palm and fingers, which are wrapped 
around the rim of the wheel , and increase the fingerhold [on] the grip-rest 
2, which is thickened and bifurcated to straddle the rim as shown in Fig. 6, 
is provided with recesses separated by ridges, here shown as three in 
number, 6, 7, and 8.... [See Figure 4] 

The weight of the hand and arm are comfortably supported with the 
bottom of the hand resting in the concavity of the grip-rest as shown in 
Fig. 1 , or with the ball of the thumb seated in the concavity as shown in 
Fig. 2.... 

My improved grip-rest may be formed integral with the rim of the 
steering wheel as shown in Fig. 8, but I prefer to make it removable as an 
attachment for any make of car and also to make it adjustable to suit the 
requirements or fancy of the driver. [Emphasis added] 

A review of Figures 3 and 5, as annotated by the Examiner, attempts to show that 
the grip-rest of Van Arsdel is disposed outward at an angle a to a plane across the face of 
the steering wheel shows that the Examiner's position is misplaced. As the description 
above from Van Arsdel indicates, the grip-rest is disposed as shown in Figure 6 parallel 

to the plane across the face of the steering wheel not at angle to it. This is very clear 
because in each disposition of the grip-rest in the Figures, it is fixed in this parallel plane 
to support the diumb or part of the palm. It is also fixed so that it is not deformable so the 
driver can put extensive pressure on it (and it will not move) for steering the automobile 
(See underscored sections in the quotation above). 

11 
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If the grip-rest were supposed to be at an angle commensurate with the present 
invention as the Examiner contends, its disposition would be shown differently in the 
drawings. As such, there is not support for the Examiner's contention that the grip-rest is 
disposed other than in the plane parallel to the plane across the form of the steering 
wheel. Accordingly, one skilled in the art would not understand the grip-rest in Van 
Arsdel to be disposed as the Examiner contends. 

There is also no support in the description of the grip-rest in Van Arsdel that it 
will deform in any way out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel. 
Applicant submits he is justified in taking this position given the description of the 
connection of the grip-rest as shown in Figure 6 or the integrally formed grip-rest shown 
in Figure 8. Therefore, the grip-rest of Van Arsdel would not anticipate the invention as 
set forth in claim 14 because it is missing at least one element, i.e.. Van Arsdel at least 
does not teach or suggest ttie features of the second section being deformable out of 
interference with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Noting in the foregoing. Applicant has demonstrated that the auto steering wheel 
grip-rest of Van Arsdel does not anticipate (or render obvious) the invention of claim 14. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the anticipation rejection based on Van 
Arsdel be withdrawn. 

Claims 15-17, 19/17. 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these 
dependent claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Van Arsdel for the same reasons that claim 14 is not 
anticipated by this patent. Thus, Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for 
rejecting claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation and respectfully requests 
that this rejection be withdrawn, 

C. Anson Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 

The Examiner has rejected claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation 
based on Anson. Referring to the Figures of Anson, the Examiner states that reference 
no. 13 equates to the first section and reference no. 1 1 equates to die second section of 
claim 14. The Examiner has annotated Figure 8 to indicate that the steering wheel 
attachment of Anson is disposed at an angle a with respect to a plane across the face of 
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the steering wheel. Before addressing the Examiner's basis of rejection, Applicant 
submits that the description of the steering wheel attachment of Anson is germane to the 
Examiner's position on anticipation. Applicant also submits that if this description is 
taken into consideration, the Examiner should withdraw the anticipation rejection based 
on Anson. 

hi the description of the purpose of the steering wheel attachment in Anson, the 

patent states (Page 1, left column, lines 6-25): 

I have found that in the driving of an automobile and particular 
when driving for extended periods of time over long distances, the normal 
manner of holding and manipulating the steering wheel, wherein both 
driver's hands grasp the wheel in positions which require the driver's arms 
to remain in a raised and more or less unnatural and uncomfortable 
position, considerable strain develops in the driver's hands, arms, 
shoulders and back particularly, and results in excess of fatigue , such as 
will frequendy dull the driver's normal reflexes and alertness and thereby 
increase the danger of accidents. 

To obviate these disadvantages . I have devised an attachment for 
steering wheels, which permits a driver to assume a completely 
comfortable and relaxed driving position, while at the same time, affords a 
means permitting the driver to at all times retain positive operating control 
of the steering wheel. [Emphasis added] 

The steering wheel attachment of Anson is subsequently described in the patent. 
The following description is stated (Page 1, right column, line 49 - Page 2, left column, 
line 18): 

The attachment comprises a hand grip portion 11, which is preferably of 
bulbularform.... Grip portion 11 normally extends downward from the 
wheel rim and is of suitable length to adapt same to extend to the region of 
the driver's lap so that it may be grasped by the driver's hand when his 
hand is resting in a normal comparable position in his lap . Grip portion 
11... which will have sufficient pliability. . .to be deflected from its normal 
pendant position without adversely affecting the measure of conti:ol of the 
steering wheel movements afforded by the positive operating movement 
of the attachment, while at the same time, neck 12 will retain sufficient 
rigidity to permit operating movements of hand grip 11 to be positively 
communicated to the steering wheel rim for effective control of its 
movements . [Emphasis added] 

Applicant submits that the steering wheel attachment of Anson does disclose all 

of the elements of claim 14. As set forth in the quotation above, the steering wheel 
attachment of Anson is a pliable structure that dangles downward from the bottom of the 
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steering wheel. It is further understood from the quotation above that in use the steering 
wheel attachment is grasped by the driver's hand while the arms and hands are resting in 
the driver' s lap. There is no teaching in Anson that the steering wheel attachment can be 
disposed of any location other than at the bottom of the steering wheel where it dangles 
for use. The other disposite of the hand grip at the top of rim is for situations where it is 
removed from use. 

The Examiner has cited Anson at Page 2, Left Column, Lines 62-72, as teaching 
the deformability element of the second section in claim 14. As the quotation above 
demonstrates, when the Anson handgrip is in use, it is in the pendent position and used to 
steer the vehicle. If, during normal operations, the driver were to grab the steering wheel 
in an emergency situation, he would release the handgrip and grab the wheel, for 
example, at the 10 and 2 o'clock positions. In doing so, the pendent-hanging handgrip 
would not be deformed as set forth in claim 14 because it would not be in use. Moreover, 
if it were used, it would not be deformed out of interference but would be held to steer 
the vehicle. 

The Examiner has stated the handgrip of Anson equates to deformation according 
to claim 14 because it may be moved from the bottom pendent position to the top of the 
steering wheel. When the handgrip is moved to die top, it is moved there to be 
purposefully out of use all the time so it will not be in a position to be deformed as set 
forth in the second section of claim 14.' In order to move the handgrip, it would be 
understood that the vehicle would have to be stopped, the handgrip detached and 
repositioned at the top, and reattached. 

Given the foregoing, the steering wheel attachment of Anson at least does not 
indicate the element of the second section being disposed outward at an angle from the 
plane across the face of the steering wheel (Anson extends rearward) and it does not 
teach that the attachment will be deformable out of interference with the operation of the 
steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Applicant has demonstrated that claim 14 is not anticipated (or rendered obvious) 
by Anson and requests that the anticipation rejection based on this patent be withdrawn. 



' Anson, page 2, left column, lines 68-72. 
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Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these 
dependent claims includes all the features of claun 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Anson for the same reasons that claim 14 is not 
anticipated by this patent. Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for rejecting 
claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation and respectfully requests that this 
rejection be withdrawn. 

D. Laubach Does Not Anticipate Claims 14, 18, and 19/18 

The Examiner has rejected claims 14, 18, and 19/18 for anticipation based on 
Laubach. In formulating the rejection based on Laubach, the Examiner has not relied on 
any part of the disclosure in that patent but has annotated the drawings to allegedly show 
that Laubach teaches each and every feature of claim 14. The Examiner states that 
reference nos. 7 and 8 of the knob 2 equates to the first section and reference no. 10 
equates to the second section of claim 14. Applicant submits that the Examiner's reliance 
on Laubach is misplaced. 

Laubach states the following with regard to the knobs attached to the steering 

wheel (Page 1, line 43 - 71): 

By particularly considering the Figures 2 and 3, it will be seen that 
the knobs 2 are secured to the rim of the wheel 1 by means of securing 
screws 4. these screws being threaded as indicated at 5 longitudinally 
through the knobs 2. and extending for quite a distance through the entire 
length of the knobs, thereby efficiently bracing the same . The inner ends 
of the knobs 2 are concave as indicated at 6, so as to conform to the 
contour of the outer periphery of the wheel 1.... 

Each knob 2 is provided with a plurality of finger sockets 9 upon 
the upper face thereof, and an enlarged head portion 10 at the outer end 
thereof, for the purpose of facilitating the gripping of the knob and 
preventing the actual slippage of the hand of the operator from the knob 2 . 
[Emphasis added] 

The Examiner has annotated the drawings to attempt to show that enlarged head 
10 is disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 
This is not supported. 

The hands of the driver are supported by gripping the knobs in the defined finger 
recesses shown in the drawings. The heads 10 are enlarged for this sole purpose of 
preventing the hands from slipping off of the knobs. The heads 10 clearly are not 
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disposed at an angle outward of the plane across the face of the steering wheel but are 
placed at the end of the knobs solely to act as a stop. Further, the heads 10 are not 
deformable out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in 
claim 14. They are fixed in place along with the rest of the knobs. 

The description of the knobs and a review of the Figures makes plain that the 
knobs are not deformable and they are not disposed at an angle with respect to the a plane 
across the face of the steering wheel. The knobs are rigidly connected to the steering 
wheel by screws 5. Any movement of them requires removing the screws, drilling the 
wheel at a new location, and reattaching the knobs at the new location. At this new 
location, the knobs will in a plane parallel to the plane across the face of the steering 
wheel. 

The knobs do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering 
wheel as in the second section of claim 14. In fact, once the Laubach knobs are secured 
by screws 5 as shown and described, they are fixed and not movable during normal 
operations. If they are not unscrewed, the only movement would be to apply a destructive 
force to the knobs, thereby breaking them. 

Therefore, Laubach at least does not teach the features of the second section being 
disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel and the 
knobs of Laubach do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering 
wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Applicant has demonstrated that claim 14 is not anticipated (or rendered obvious) 
by Laubach and requests that the anticipation rejection based on this patent be withdrawn. 

Claims 18 and 19/18 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these dependent 
claims includes ail the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 18 and 19/18 are not 
anticipated by Laubach for the same reasons that claim 14 is not anticipated by this 
patent. Therefore, Applicant has traversed the Examiner's bases for rejecting claims 18 
and 19/18 for anticipation and respectfully requests that this rejection be withdrawn. 
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III. Conclusion 

In this Response, Applicant has traversed Examiner's (i) objection to the 
drawings, (ii) objection to the specification, (iii) and anticipation rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) based on either Van Arsdel, U.S. Patent No. 2,1 18,540; Anson, U.S. Patent 
No. 2,134,020; and Laubach, U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848. As such. Applicant has placed 
the present application is in condition for allowance. 

The present invention is new, non-obvious and useful. Reconsideration and 
allowance of the claims are respectfully requested. 

Dated: June 2006 Respectfully submitte^Oj 



Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP 
60 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel: 617-526-6183 
Fax: 617-526-5000 

Attorney Docket Number: 1 14089. 121US 1 




Wayne M. Kennard 
Attorneys for the Applicant 
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RESPONSE 

Sir: 

Applicant submits the following timely-filed Response to the Office Action dated March 
30, 2006 and June 21, 2006. Please amend the application as provided below. 

This Response places the application and the claims therein, in condition for allowance. 

In this Response, the amendments to the specification begin on page 2, the amendment to 
the claims begin on page 5, and the Remarks begin on page 8. 



USlDOCS 5692090v2 



1 



Specification: 

Page 2, please rewrite the third full paragraph as follows: 
The system of the present invention will include at least one part that extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of the steering wheel or vehicular 
control. This part is at least partially deformable in at least one direction, so that the 
system will not interfere with the operation of the wheel or control. This deformability, 
however, will not impede the support function of the system on the invention. 
Furthermore, the deformable material has memory, so that after a deforming force is 
removed, it resumes its original predeformation configuration and shap e, which is 
extending outward at an angle from a plane across the face of the steering wheel or 
vehicular control. 

Page 3, please rewrite the seventh full paragraph as follows: 
Deformable material second section 102 extends outward from steering control 
105 over a predetermined section of the steering control^ which is shown in Figure 1 to be 
an arc. As is better shown in Figure 3. a deformable second section such as 102 extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of a steering control such as 105. 
Deformable second section 102 may extends outward from the steering control at or 
below the inside circumference of the control over the predetermined arc. This arc will 
typically include at least the ten 104 and two 106 o'clock positions, or may include the 
entire circumference. 

Page 4, please rewrite the fourth and fifth full paragraphs as follows: 
The first system of the present invention at 202 includes first section 204 that 
connects to steering control 21 1 and second section 205 that extends outward from first 
section 204. Further, a second section such as 205 extends outward at an angle from a 
plane across the face of a steering control such as 21 1 (see Figure 3). First section 204 
may be rigid, semi-rigid, or deformable, while second section 205 is deformable. If the 
first section is deformable, it may have memory. 

Similarly, the second system of the present invention at 203 includes first section 
207 that connects to steering control 211 and second section 209 that extends outward 
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from first section 207. Further, a second section such as 209 extends outward at an angle 
from a plane across the face of a steering control such as 21 1 (see Figure 3). First section 
207 may be rigid, semi-rigid, or deformable, while second section 209 is deformable. 
Again, if the first section is deformable, it may have memory. Further, second sections 
205 and 209 may be rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable and still be within 
the scope of the present invention. 

Page 5, please rewrite second full paragraph as follows: 
Referring to Figure 3, generally at 300, steering contirol 305 is shown that 
includes rim 308, spokes 310, and steering column 312. First section 301 is formed 
integral with rim 308 and deformable second section 302 extends outward from the first 
section. As is shown, second section 302 extends outward at angle 316 from plane 318 
across the face of steering contirol 305. The material of second section 302 has sufficient 
stirength that when driving, the driver may rest his/her wrists or portions of the hands 322 
on the material and they will be supported. The structure is such that the weight of the 
arms and hands through the wrists or portions of the hands are supported without the 
material deforming. 

Page 6, please rewrite the second and third full paragraphs as follows: 
Referring to Figure 5, generally at 500, a second embodiment of the present 
invention is shown. System 501 of the present invention shown in Figure 5 includes a 
first section 502 that detachably connects to steering control rim. Deformable second 
section 503 connects to, and extends outwardly from, first section 502. As is shown, 
deformable second section 503 extends outward at angle 516 from plane 518 across the 
face of steering control rim 508. First section 502 may snap-on or otherwise attach to the 
steering control such that it may appear integral with the steering control. One of many 
possible known means for accomplishing this is by first section 502 being mostly rigid, 
and leaving a space 507 so the attachment can be forced over rim 508 and leave room for 
the steering control spokes 510. Regardless of the means for attachment, once first 
section 502 is attached to the steering control, it will provide all of the benefits that have 
been described for the first section being integrally formed with the rim. Additionally, 
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the second embodiment, may be a single structure with a single resting material support, 
a single structure with multiple resting supports, or multiple strucmres each with its own 
resting support. As in the other embodiments, the second section may be rigid, semi- 
rigid or flexible, or non-deformable and still be within the scope of the present invention. 

By way of example, Figure 6, generally at 600, shows another alternate method to 
attach the system of the present invention to steering control rim 608. The system in this 
figure has first section 602 that will envelop rim 608. First section 602 may be made 
from a flexible material. First section 602 may have a slit 61 1^ which after this section 
envelops the rim^ may be stitched shut by stitches 613. As in the other embodiments of 
the present invention, deformable second section 603 connects to, and extends outwardly 
from, first section 602. Further, a deformable second section such as 603 extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of a steering control rim such as 608 (see 
Figures 3 and 5). A gain, die second section may be rigid, semi-rigid, or non-deformable 
and still be within the scope of the present invention. 
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In the Claims 

Claims 1-13. (cancelled) 

14. (Previously Amended) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated with a 
steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that connects to, 
and extends from the first section at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel, the 
second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane across a front 
face of die steering wheel, the second section for supporting at least a portion of a 
vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's 
body on the second section is less than the pressure for deforming the second section out 
of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel, and 
deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering 
wheel when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second 
section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section out of 
interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel. 

15. (Currently Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
steering wheel includes a the steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, 
aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

16. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
portion of the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or 
hand. 

17. (Currently Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
first section extends a predetermined length of a predeterinined the peripheral portion of 
the steering wheel. 

18. (Previously Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
second section includes at least two second sections that each connect to the first section 
at separate locations. 

19. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 17 or 18, wherein 
the first section is defonnable. 
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20. (Previously Added) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

at least two discrete first sections that each connect to a peripheral portion of the 
steering wheel, and 

a discrete rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that 
connects to, and extends from each first section at a peripheral portion of the steering 
wheel, each second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane 
across a front face of the steering wheel, each second section for supporting at least a 
portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular 
operator's body on the second section is less than the pressure for deforming the second 
section out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering 
wheel, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operator 
the steering wheel when pressure form the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the 
second section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel.. 

21 . (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the 
steering wheel includes a steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, aircraft 
or ground transportation vehicle. 

22. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the 
portion of the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or 
hand. 

23. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the 
apparatus is adjustable for supporting different sizes or types of body portions. 

24. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20, wherein 
each first section is formed integral with the steering wheel. 

25. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20, wherein 
each first section is detachable from the steering wheel, 

26. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein each 
first section is deformable. 

27. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the first 
section is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 
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28. (Previously Added) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the first 
section is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 
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Remarks 

I. Introduction 

Applicant is in receipt of the Office Action dated at March 30, 2006. Claims 14- 
19, 24/14, and 27 are pending in the present application. The Examiner has recited 
several grounds for objecting to and rejecting the present application. Examiner objected 
to the drawings for not including representations to the angular disposition of second 
section of the fatigue/relieving apparatus. In view of this objection to the drawings, the 
Examiner objected to the specification. The Examiner also has objected to claims 14-19, 
24/14, and 27 for indefiniteness under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. Lastly, the 
Examiner rejected pending claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) for 
anticipation based on either Van Arsdel, U.S. Patent No. 2,1 18,540; Anson, U.S. Patent 
No. 2,134,020; or Laubach, U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848. Applicant will demonstrate 
herein that the objections and rejections have been overcome by this Response, thereby 
placing the present application in condition for allowance. 

II. The Corrected Drawings Overcome the Examiner's Objection 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the drawings because 
"each part of the invention, e.g., the angle and the face in claim 14 should be designated 
by a reference numeral or character." Applicant has corrected the drawings as requested 
by the Examiner (Attachment B). Applicant respectfully submits six (6) Replacement 
Sheets of drawings. These changes to the drawings do not add new matter. As such. 
Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for objection to the drawings. 

III. The Specification, As Amended, Overcome the Examiner's 
Objection 

On page 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the specification for 

"failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed the subject matter, such as, 'an 
angle,' in claim 14." Applicant has amended the specification to overcome this objection. 
These amendments do not add new matter. Therefore, this objection should be 
withdrawn. 
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IV. The Claims, As Amended Are Definitive. 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner contends that the terms "rigid", 
"semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable" in claims 14 and 17 are indefinite. 
Applicant submits that these terms would be understood by a person of ordinary skill in 
the art in light of the present invention. 

The Examiner contends that 14 and 17 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. §§ 112, 
second paragraph, because of the recitation of the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," 
and "non-deformable." In particular, the Examiner asserts that these terms are indefinite 
because these terms "[are] not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a 
standard for the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention." Further, the Examiner contends that 
"it is unclear what range of Rockwell hardness of the material of the second section is 
required in order to be considered as terms "rigid," semi-rigid, or flexible, or non- 
deformable." Applicant submits that the claims are definite as will be shown. 

Claims 14 and 17, include the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non- 
deformable." Applicant has attached as Attachment A excerpts from the Ninth New 
Collegiate Dictionary. These excerpts demonstrate that each of the terms that the 
Examiner has contended is indefinite is a very common term that a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would understand with sufficiency to make and use the present invention. 
The attached excerpts make plain that a person of ordinary skill in the art would clearly 
understand the scope of the claims when "rigid," "semi-rigid," or "flexible," or "non- 
deformable," is used. As such, claims 14 and 17 would be definite in the hands of a 
person of ordinary skill in the art. Noting this, Applicant overcomes the Examiner's 
indefiniteness rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as to the use of the 
terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non-deformable," and respectfully requests 
that this rejection be withdrawn with regard to claims 14 and 19, 

The Examiner also rejected claims 15 and 17 for allegedly having no anticipated 
basis for the terms "a steering wheel" and "a peripheral portion of the steering wheel," 
respectively. Applicant has amended the claims to remove any possible confusion on the 
part of the Examiner with regard to overcoming this obviousness rejection. 
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Noting the foregoing, Applicant has traversed each of the Examiner's basis for 
rejecting the claims for indefmiteness under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

V. Claims 1 4-1 9 Are Not Anticipated Under 35 § U.S.C. 1 02(b) 

Claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 are pending in the present application. In the current 
Office Action, claims 14-19, 24-14 and 27 have been rejected by the Examiner for 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) based on a three references. These references are 
U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848 to Laubach ("Laubach"), U.S. Patent No. 2,118,540 to Van 
Arsdel ("Van Arsdel"), and U.S. Patent No. 2,134,020 to Anson ("Anson"). More 
specifically, the Examiner relied on Van Arsdel or Anson for rejecting claims 14-17, 
19/17, 24/14 and 27; and Laubach for rejecting claims 14, 18 and 19/18. Hereinafter, 
Applicant will demonstrate that claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27, as presently amended, place 
the present application in condition for allowance and the application should be passed to 
issue. 

A. Applicable Law 

In order for there to be anticipation under 35 U.S.C. §102, a single prior art 
reference must show each and every feature of the claimed invention in the same way. . 
Brown v. 3M, 265 F.3d 1349, 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2001) ("To anticipate, every limitation of 
the claimed invention must be found in a single prior art reference, arranged as in the 
claim"); Kloster Speedsteel AB v. Crucible, Inc., 793 F.2d 1565, 1571 (Fed. Cir. 1986) 
("absence from die reference of any claimed element negates anticipation"). Applicant 
submits that neither Van Arsdel, Anson, nor Laubach satisfy this standard for finding 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

B. Van Arsdel Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 
Claim 14 is an independent claim and claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 depend from 

claim 14. As such, claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 add features to claim 20. 

In relying on Van Arsdel, the Examiner does not cite to any descriptions of tiie 
auto steering wheel handgrip disclosed in this reference but annotates the drawings for 
this purpose. Specifically, the Examiner annotated Figures 3 and 5 in an attempt to show 
what is being claimed in claim 14. The Examiner states that reference no. 4 equates to the 
first section and reference no. 2 equates to the second section of claim 14. Applicant 
submits that the Examiner fails to consider and appreciate all of the elements of the 

10 

USIDOCS 5692090v2 



second section because if he did, two things would be clear (i) the grip-rest is in a plane 
parallel with the one across the face of the steering wheel and (ii) there is a missing 
element. 

Van Arsdel at column 2, lines 13-54 states: 

The grip-rest 2 is concave longitudinally and about half of the rest 
extends over and part way across the steering wheel rim 3 in a manner to 
slope downwardly and inwardly of the rim. The outer edge 4 on the side, 
and 5 of the rear end of the concave, located above the rim, extends up 
into a marginal flange to be contacted by the inside of the ball of the 
thumb or by the bottom of the hand, depending upon which part of the 
hand is seated on the rest. These flanges 4 and 5 enable the operator 
instantly to feel any deviation of the car from a straight course and gives 
him something substantial to push against in resistance and also in rotatin g 
the wheel to steer the car around corners and curves and awav from 
obstructions or bad places in the roadway. 

The rotation of the steering wheel bv hand pressure against the 
flanges 4 and 5 is assisted by the palm and fingers, which are wrapped 
around the rim of the wheel and increase the fingerhold [on] the grip-rest 
2, which is thickened and bifurcated to straddle the rim as shown in Fig. 6, 
is provided with recesses separated by ridges, here shown as three in 
number, 6, 7, and 8.... [See Figure 4] 

The weight of the hand and arm are comfortably supported with the 
bottom of the hand resting in the concavity of the grip-rest as shown in 
Fig. 1 , or with the ball of the thumb seated in the concavity as shown in 
Fig. 2.... 

My improved grip-rest may be formed integral with the rim of the 
steering wheel as shown in Fig. 8, but I prefer to make it removable as an 
attachment for any make of car and also to make it adjustable to suit the 
requirements or fancy of the driver. [Emphasis added] 

A review of Figures 3 and 5, as annotated by the Examiner, attempts to show that 
the grip-rest of Van Arsdel is disposed outward at an angle a to a plane across the face of 
the steering wheel shows that the Examiner's position is misplaced. As the description 
above from Van Arsdel indicates, the grip-rest is disposed as shown in Figure 6 parallel 
to the plane across the face of the steering wheel not at angle to it. This is very clear 
because in each disposition of the grip-rest in the Figures, it is fixed in this parallel plane 
to support the thumb or part of the palm. It is also fixed so that it is not deformable so the 
driver can put extensive pressure on it (and it will not move) for steering the automobile 
(See underscored sections in the quotation above). 



USIDOCS 5692090v2 



11 



If the grip-rest were supposed to be at an angle commensurate with the present 
invention as the Examiner contends, its disposition would be shown differently in the 
drawings. As such, there is not support for the Examiner's contention that the grip-rest is 
disposed other than in the plane parallel to the plane across the form of the steering 
wheel. Accordingly, one skilled in the art would not understand the grip-rest in Van 
Arsdel to be disposed as the Examiner contends. 

There is also no support in the description of the grip-rest in Van Arsdel that it 
will deform in any way out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel. 
Applicant submits he is justified in taking this position given the description of the 
connection of the grip-rest as shown in Figure 6 or the integrally formed grip-rest shown 
in Figure 8. Therefore, the grip-rest of Van Arsdel would not anticipate the invention as 
set forth in claim 14 because it is missing at least one element, i.e., Van Arsdel at least 
does not teach or suggest the features of the second section being deformable out of 
interference with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Noting in the foregoing. Applicant has demonstrated that the auto steering wheel 
grip-rest of Van Arsdel does not anticipate (or render obvious) the invention of claim 14. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the anticipation rejection based on Van 
Arsdel be withdrawn. 

Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these 
dependent claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Van Arsdel for the same reasons that claim 14 is not 
anticipated by this patent. Thus, Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for 
rejecting claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation and respectfully requests 
that this rejection be withdrawn. 

C. Anson Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 
The Examiner has rejected claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation 
based on Anson. Referring to the Figures of Anson, the Examiner states that reference 
no. 13 equates to the first section and reference no. 1 1 equates to the second section of 
claim 14. The Examiner has annotated Figure 8 to indicate that the steering wheel 
attachment of Anson is disposed at an angle a with respect to a plane across the face of 
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the steering wheel. Before addressing the Examiner's basis of rejection, Applicant 
submits that the description of the steering wheel attachment of Anson is germane to the 

Examiner's position on anticipation. Applicant also submits that if this description is 
taken into consideration, the Examiner should withdraw the anticipation rejection based 
on Anson. 

In the description of the purpose of the steering wheel attachment in Anson, the 

patent states (Page 1, left column, lines 6-25): 

I have found that in the driving of an automobile and particular 
when driving for extended periods of time over long distances, the normal 
manner of holding and manipulating the steering wheel, wherein both 
driver's hands grasp the wheel in positions which require the driver's arms 
to remain in a raised and more or less unnatural and uncomfortable 
position, considerable strain develops in the driver's hands, arms, 
shoulders and back particularly, and results in excess of fatigue , such as 
will frequently dull the driver's normal reflexes and alertness and thereby 
increase the danger of accidents. 

To obviate these disadvantages . I have devised an attachment for 
steering wheels, which permits a driver to assume a completely 
comfortable and relaxed driving position, while at the same time, affords a 
means permitting the driver to at all times retain positive operating control 
of the steering wheel. [Emphasis added] 

The steering wheel attachment of Anson is subsequently described in the patent. 
The following description is stated (Page 1, right column, line 49 - Page 2, left colunm, 
line 18): 

The attachment comprises a hand grip portion 11, which is preferably of 
bulbular form.... Grip portion 1 1 normally extends downward from the 
wheel rim and is of suitable length to adapt same to extend to the region of 
the driver's lap so that it may be grasped by the driver's hand when his 
hand is resting in a normal comparable position in his lap . Grip portion 
11... which will have sufficient pliability ... to be deflected from its normal 
pendant position without adversely affecting the measure of control of the 
steering wheel movements afforded by the positive operating movement 
of the attachment, while at the same time, neck 12 will retain sufficient 
rigidity to permit operating movements of hand grip 11 to be positively 
communicated to the steering wheel rim for effective control of its 
movements . [Emphasis added] 

Applicant submits that the steering wheel attachment of Anson does disclose all 
of the elements of claim 14. As set forth in the quotation above, the steering wheel 
attachment of Anson is a pliable structure that dangles downward from the bottom of the 
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steering wheel. It is further understood from the quotation above that in use the steering 
wheel attachment is grasped by the driver's hand while the arms and hands are resting in 
the driver' s lap. There is no teaching in Anson that the steering wheel attachment can be 
disposed of any location other than at the bottom of the steering wheel where it dangles 
for use. The other disposite of the hand grip at the top of rim is for situations where it is 
removed from use. 

The Examiner has cited Anson at Page 2, Left Column, Lines 62-72, as teaching 
the deformability element of the second section in claim 14. As the quotation above 
demonstrates, when the Anson handgrip is in use, it is in the pendent position and used to 
steer the vehicle. If, during normal operations, the driver were to grab the steering wheel 
in an emergency situation, he would release the handgrip and grab the wheel, for 
example, at the 10 and 2 o'clock positions. In doing so, the pendent-hanging handgrip 
would not be deformed as set forth in claim 14 because it would not be in use. Moreover, 
if it were used, it would not be deformed out of interference but would be held to steer 
the vehicle. 

The Examiner has stated the handgrip of Anson equates to deformation according 
to claim 14 because it may be moved from the bottom pendent position to the top of the 
steering wheel. When the handgrip is moved to the top, it is moved there to be 
purposefully out of use all the time so it will not be in a position to be deformed as set 
forth in the second section of claim 14.' In order to move the handgrip, it would be 
understood that die vehicle would have to be stopped, the handgrip detached and 
repositioned at the top, and reattached. 

Given the foregoing, the steering wheel attachment of Anson at least does not 
indicate the element of the second section being disposed outward a t an angle from the 
plane across the face of the steering wheel (Anson extends rearward) and it does not 
teach that the attachment will be deformable out of interference with the operation of the 
steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Applicant has demonstrated that claim 14 is not anticipated (or rendered obvious) 
by Anson and requests that the anticipation rejection based on this patent be withdrawn. 



' Anson, page 2, left column, lines 68-72. 
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Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these 
dependent claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Anson for the same reasons that claim 14 is not 
anticipated by this patent. Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for rejecting 
claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation and respectfully requests that this 
rejection be withdrawn. 

D. Laubach Does Not Anticipate Claims 14, 18, and 19/18 

The Examiner has rejected claims 14, 18, and 19/18 for anticipation based on 
Laubach. In formulating the rejection based on Laubach, the Examiner has not relied on 
any part of the disclosure in that patent but has annotated the drawings to allegedly show 
that Laubach teaches each and every feature of claim 14. The Examiner states that 
reference nos. 7 and 8 of the knob 2 equates to the first section and reference no. 10 
equates to the second section of claim 14. Applicant submits that the Examiner's reliance 
on Laubach is misplaced. 

Laubach states the following with regard to the knobs attached to the steering 

wheel (Page 1, line 43-71): 

By particularly considering the Figures 2 and 3, it will be seen that 
the knobs 2 are secured to the rim of the wheel 1 by means of securing 
screws 4, these screws being threaded as indicated at 5 longitudinally 
through the knobs 2. and extending for quite a distance through the entire 
length of the knobs, thereby efficientlv bracing the same . The inner ends 
of the knobs 2 are concave as indicated at 6, so as to conform to the 
contour of the outer periphery of the wheel 1.... 

Each knob 2 is provided with a plurality of finger sockets 9 upon 
the upper face thereof, and an enlarged head portion 10 at the outer end 
thereof, for the purpose of facilitating the gripping of the knob and 
preventing the actual slippage of the hand of the operator from the knob 2 . 
[Emphasis added] 

The Examiner has armotated the drawings to attempt to show that enlarged head 
10 is disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 
This is not supported. 

The hands of the driver are supported by gripping the knobs in the defined finger 
recesses shown in the drawings. The heads 10 are enlarged for this sole purpose of 
preventing the hands from slipping off of the knobs. The heads 10 clearly are not 
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disposed at an angle outward of the plane across the face of the steering wheel but are 
placed at the end of the knobs solely to act as a stop. Further, the heads 10 are not 
deformable out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in 
claim 14. They are fixed in place along with the rest of the knobs. 

The description of the knobs and a review of the Figures makes plain that the 
knobs are not deformable and they are not disposed at an angle with respect to the a plane 
across the face of the steering wheel. The knobs are rigidly connected to the steering 
wheel by screws 5. Any movement of them requires removing the screws, drilling the 
wheel at a new location, and reattaching the knobs at the new location. At this new 
location, the knobs will in a plane parallel to the plane across the face of the steering 
wheel. 

The knobs do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering 
wheel as in the second section of claim 14. In fact, once the Laubach knobs are secured 
by screws 5 as shown and described, they are fixed and not movable during normal 
operations. If tiiey are not unscrewed, the only movement would be to apply a destructive 
force to the knobs, thereby breaking them. 

Therefore, Laubach at least does not teach the features of the second section being 
disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel and the 
knobs of Laubach do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering 
wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Applicant has demonstrated that claim 14 is not anticipated (or rendered obvious) 
by Laubach and requests that the anticipation rejection based on this patent be withdrawn. 

Claims 18 and 19/18 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these dependent 
claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 18 and 19/18 are not 
anticipated by Laubach for the same reasons that claim 14 is not anticipated by this 
patent. Therefore, Applicant has traversed the Examiner's bases for rejecting claims 18 
and 19/18 for anticipation and respectfully requests that this rejection be withdrawn. 
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III. Conclusion 

In this Response, Applicant has traversed Examiner's (i) objection to the 
drawings, (ii) objection to the specification, (iii) and anticipation rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) based on either Van Arsdel, U.S. Patent No. 2,1 18,540; Anson, U.S. Patent | 
No. 2,134,020; and Laubach, U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848. As such, Applicant has placed 
the present application is in condition for allowance. 

The present invention is new, non-obvious and useful. Reconsideration and 
allowance of the claims are respectfully requested. 

Dated: June^, 2006 Respectfully submitted. 
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472 fleawort • fficker 



Hea-wprt X'fle-.wsrt, -,woQ>)tt\ n IMBJlewort b. OE flatwyrt. ft. flea + 
vvrt herb, root — more M rootI (bef. 12c) : any of tht«e Old Vorid 
plantains (esp. Plantago psyUium) wbos«. seeds are s<Hnetiines used as a 
mud laxative — compare fsyludmseeo ' 

Hkhe\*flash,'flesh\n[F. lit., arrow] (1S48): SHREesp: aslenderspire 
above the intersection of the nave and transents of a diiuch 
fl4<*ettc \fla-'shet, fle-N, n [F. fr. dim. of jd&fa artow, fr. OF Jleche, of 
Gtnc ongini akin to MD Hide arrow.' OE Jl&xan to Oy] (1915) : a 
small dan-shaped pro/eetile that is dusteted in an wploave warhead, 
,«"P?S ^ * from an airplane, or fired from a hand-hSd gun 
ifleck Vflet\ « [back-formation ft.yiecM spotted, fr. ME, prob.Tr. ON 
Jlekkettr. h flekkr spot — more at FiAy] tl4c) : stREAic sfor <whife- 
caps ~ed the blue sea) 

'fleck n (1598) 1 : STOT, mark (a brown tweed with ~s of yellow) 2 
: FLAKE, PARnctE <~i of snow drifted down) ' 
flec-tion mro/ flexion 

sary (or flight ~ w I : to tear until ready for flight or independent 
activity 2: to cover with or as If with feathers or down 3: to furnish 
(as an arrow) with feathers 

fledg hng \'flej-liii\ « (1830) 1 : a young bird just fledged 2 : an im- 
Se indus'' "l"P*"™"*'' person 3 : one that is new <a ~ company in 
nJyai\'2nei \TIed\; fl«e.lng [ME flen. fr. OE fllon: akin to OHG 
" ' * :«> "J" away often from danger or 



flesh fly n (14c) : a two winded fly whose maggots feed on flesh esg 
: any of a family (Sarcophaadae) of flies some of which cause myiasis 

flesh-Lness \flcsh-6-n3S\ n (15c) : the state of being fleshy : coitft 
lENCE 

n^^gs Sflesh-ioA « pi (1838) : material removed in fleshing a hide 

«£Sh4y\'flesh-le\<Ki/"(bef. 12c) 1 « : ooRfOREAl. flooiLV b = of. reliii- 
ing to, or charactenzed by mdulgepce of bodily appetites; ««> j LAScrti: 
WJS <~ desires) c : not spintual : WORUJIY 2 s FLESHY, FLUMP ' 3 
: having a s«isuous quality <~ art) sya see carnal 
flcdi-ment \'n«h-manty(i p/J«/i] obs (1«0S) s exeil 



. V'flesh-.patV 
place of lascivious eni. 
flesh wound n (1674): 



injury involving penetrati- 
,n 1,""-,- or intern."' 



ri (bcf. I2c) I 1 
to hurry tow ' 



wool-bearing animal (as a sheep) b 
!fl«ce«''^1^5'; 



^eos; akin to MHO vfius fleece, L 
^- I a : the coat of wool covering a 
sheep) b j the wool obtained from a sheep 
- - soft or woolly coverings b j a 
fabric^ used diiefly for clothing 

xccssivdy for goois or'semcw 
3 : to dot or cover with fleecy 



, -est (14c) : 

in, ui resembling flesh b : marked by ; 

LENT 2 a : suoaiiaKT. ft/LFY (the nch ~ texture of a perfectly np< 
radon) b : not thin, dry, or membrtaoU$ (~ fungi) 1 

fleshy fruit n (1929) ! a fruit (as a berry, drupe, or pome) consisting 
largely of soft succulent ussue - 'i 

fletch VYlechV w [back-formation fr. fleicher} (1635) : feather <~ in 

flet«h«\flech-3r\«[ME/Ie«(ief fr OF flechier fr yZecfie arrow 
more at PLtCHBTIEl (r4c) : a maker of arroire 

fleur de coin \,n3rd-s-*kwa"\ adj (Fdfleur de coin, lit., with the bloom 
of the die] (ca. 1889) : being in the preserved mini condition 
fleur-de-lis or fleur-de-lys \,(l3rd-'l-'e; 

^urdAnj)! fleurs-de--lis or fleur-de^is or A A : 

iSffloV^jfflftP-^^^ ^ 



fleeced \flat\odj(l5 80) I ; covcre 
fle«h VflechV "f iME(S:fflechen] di, 



•flwVflKl)r\^ (ME /leryen.'^f'scand origin, a 



pass usu. quickly ^or imperce^libly 

'f1e^t"f ('Ml'/J«t"frrOE^&Tship. ir. /7^^^^ (13c) 1 : a number of 
warships under a single command; ^peciY: an organization of ships and 
aircraft under the command of a flag oRicer 2 : a group (as of ships, 
planes, or trucks) operated under unified control 

NESCEi?r n!EmNc'''l"n seL^FA^ 
"whos"'""^ "'^ff*^t' °" highest*rannn the navy 

ikevXwt^"\yit-3d\ad^(iy4}) able to run fast 
fleet-ing adj (1563) : passing swifily : transitory syn see transient 

Fteet Street. London, EnEland, center of the Lon- 
don newspaper district] (1882) : (he London press 

flei-shig \'ha-shik\ ndj [Yiddish, fr. MHG yleischk mealy, fr vleisch 
flesh, meat, fr. OHG /Teisk] (1943) : made of, prepared with, or used 

l4m"iS X^nil^],^^^ MD Vhnder 

Flanders)] (12c) : a member of the Germanic people inhabiting north- 
ern Belgium and a small section of northern France 

'Flemish Vflem-ishV adj (14c) : of, relating to, or characteristic of 



b. of Belgian origin 
— , — „ , .... coat color in black. 

'^^^(^'aThSe'ffft^ °" * Norw/Jinse] 

ct^e^y°^<5"sSa1 Sitd^^'af'dlsrgSS^ 

bone, and mieguments b ! «Icek well-latted condition of body c 
: SKIN 2a: edible parts of an animal b : flesh of a mammal or fowl 
that IS an article of diet (abstain from ~ during religious fasti) 3 a 
; the phpiral beine of man (the spirit indeed is wilRng. but the — is 
weak —kf 26:41 (AV)) b -; HUMAN NATURE 4 a : human beings 
: MANKIND b : living bangs 
part used as food; a/so ! the flc 

in the ~ of -then 

'flM|w(l530) 1 

broadly to give substaioe to — usu. used with ou( 4 Tto from 
„fi«h .~ ri ! to become fleshy -—often used with up or out 
flesh and blood n (bef. 12e) I j corporeal nature as composed of flesh 

and of b ood 2 : near kindred — used chiefly in th« phrase one's own 

flesh and blood 3 ! substance, REAhty 

fleshed Vnesht\ adj (1 5c) ; haying flesh esp. of a specified kind — often 
used m combination <i)ilikr/7«s/i«d) (thick-yjeshed) 



flevTy X'fli 
Offlori. 

l'a*rs^. 
fleurs-de-lis 



the |3«idutous 



(a join.) b 
oTe^Si^e.-.. 



!l5cj I having the ends ol 
1 mto the heads ol 



ons^r«eonf 5 strength (an exaggerated ne 
cord] cA/eyiy Brit (1905): electric co 



lex-ile Vflek-ss!. -,sn\ adj (1633) 
.Jex-ion \'nek-sh3n\ n [L/lr-— 
I : the act of flexing or b 

knee or elbow) thit ri^r% 
fiex.o|.ra phy \nck^sag- 



is. pp. otflectere] (1656) 



fIex.og-ra phy \nck-'sag-rs-fe\ n (flexible + -o- + -graphy] (1954) : a 
process of rotary letterpress pnnting using flexible plates and fast« 
ly\A\i3^\^ad"'^^"^ \,nek-s»-"graf-iK\ adj — flexo-graph-i-cal- 



irt(as: 



n (1615) : a muscle' serving to bend a body 
n (1973) ! 



finishing work 

llw-UKiu'sX'niKMiTwssX ad/[L flexuosus. Ir. flextts i 
PP ) (I60j^_^l (Tj.j'^i^eju^i^^or windings 2 : liking r 
f|ex^i?£f y^^^ I : of, relating t 

charac^^i^d by n'J'JJ'J^j.i^ 

S; perfective prefix -t 
tpergebet] (15c) : 

fl]A"fti^'nlFlTl899)7yFri;i^^^ 
'flick X-flikv n [imil.J (15c) I : a ftghi 
- - a sound produced by a.flick 3 • fucker i 

kvt(18l6) I a: to strike lightly with a quick sharp motion <~ed 
horse with a whip) b : to remove with light blows <5~-ed an ash off 
sleeve) 2 a ,-. to move or propel with or as if with a flick (~ed her 

....„t. •-- -■■----^ {~ a switch). (~in5 cif • ' ' ' - 

' ir change bye 



fley Vfla\ vt [ME flayen, fr. OE afligan. fr. . 

-feon to put to flight) Scot (bef. 12e) : FRIOHTI 
flib-ber-ti-gib-bet \,fiib-wt-e-'jib-3t\ n [ME flee 

niehiy P<"oix — flib-ber.fi.gib4)ety V»t-e\ odj 



or as if^by flicking 



p. by giving a foi 
with or as if w 



a switch (~ on a cigarette lighter) 
pass quickly or abruptly (a bird ~ 
2 ; to direct flicks at something 
mjdc n (short for V!icfe«rk'92d i MOVIE 
SI'?.''?'' Xf'H-'rV *i ni<3c-ered| flicfcerdng \-{»-)rin\ [ME flikeren, fr. 
£E/7to)rianl ri.(bef. 12c) 1: to move irregularly or unsteadily i lilir. 
tER 2 : to bum or shme. fitfully or with a fluctuating light 3 .• to 
appear bnefly ~ w . I : to cause to flicker 2 : to prodiice by flicker- 
ing — Bick<r.|hg-ly V(»-)rin-le\ adv . 
"flicker n (1809) : a common large brightly marked woodpeckw (Co- 
hptes auiatio). of eastetti No. .America; oijo : any of several (elated, 
birds of the soWheni and westeinUA 



1016 right on • ringer 

: the M« ovcf which a right-of-way «ist$ 6 :. the strip of land over 
which is built a public /oad e : theland occupied by a railroad esp. 
for te main line d ; the land used by a pulbUc utility Cas tor a trans- 
mission line) 3 a : » precedence in passing accorded to one vAidc 
over another by custom, decision, or statute • b t the tight of traffic to 
take precedence c: the right to talce precedence over others (gave the 
bill the ~ in the Senate). 



right on adj W W) i ! exacuy correct — . oiten useo interjcCTonaiiy u 
Spress agreement 2 usu right-on.! attuned to the spint of the hmes 
Ri At Reverend (1 5c) — used as a title for high ecclesiastical officials 
rlglTt shoulder arms n (ca. 1902) a position in the manual of arms « 
Jzui^u u..tt »r ti.^ rifit' ic hMH m the right hand with the- barrel rest 



=far ice tufts on the windward sides of exposed objects that a mm 
from supercooled tog or c|oud and built out directly against the yM 
3: CRUsr.iNCRt;sTATiON<a~ofsnow> ■ ., . . . "'i' 

•rime »i rimed: rtet.lng (ca. 1755) : to cover with .f w,.h nm, 



"^tributeS Jn the rim o/thesfell — rTmfire i 



cartridge, (1868) i having the prinutyj; 
rii;r.yMd Wra7»nd\y(lWT a region on the periphery of the h^: 
rimmed yrimd\ adj (1729) : having a rim — usu. used in combinaUia 



r^^o^worlcaci/ (1949) : opposing or banning the closed shop and tl 
throat, and short, broad, rounded nippers 




Tai^r °/ rtv.b.?^^npin""4^^^ 

to a ~ schedule) 3 : firnily inflexible rather than lax or indulgent <a 
~ discipU^arian) 4^^^«ise^and {L^'g^ontti nTrJ'^dosed 

within compartments of a fixed fabric-covered framework <a ~ air: 
ship) b : having the outer shape ma.nUined by a fixed framework — 
"S^n'ilc'tKZT^VsVr^^a STRIKOEKrmean extremely severe orjtem. 
;S''^hS^and'^i?(ficLt1?i;;5?^^m^^^^ 



ri-Sdlfy \r 



; -fj.ing « 



in'flexible': CTRICT- 
instance of stnct- 



n [NL, stiff- 



rig^rVrig-rrrnfME rigour, fr. MF rigueur. fr. L rigor 
ngere to be stiff; akin to L regere lo lead straight - 

^ ^verJtt''(2)'' ihe*" alky 
HcS^BT: severity of^fe ■/* 
ness, severity, or cruelty 2 : a u-emor caused by a ctiill 3 : a conoi- 
lion that makes life difficult, challenging, or uncomfortable; esp 
• cxtiemity of cold 4 : strict precision : EXACTNESS (logical ~> S a 
obs: RIGIDITY. STiFFNqs b: rigidness or torpor of organs or tissue that 

rrg"r°isro Vng'-S-rriz°3m\'n '(17(M) : rigidity in prindple or practice — 
rW-ist \-5-r»st\ n or odj — ri^r-is.tic \,rig-»>ns-tik\ adj 

rfg^MUS Vrig-(»-)r5S\ adj (14c) 1 : manifesting. < 
ing rigor : very j^^'^^^'^^* j "s^Jpulously "accu 
saTRVaiD— rlg^Mus^ odv — rig,or-ous-ness n 

telf If fc&?{-rii7-o'. 'ev^AU'°'-r' 

to OE rice kingdom) + mal speech, (r. OK mat — ^ », 

r[fe VriWl\ rfrikl^riMn^talter. of miQ (U25) 1 1 to make 

^|g5flHSrn?o'o« rivulet] (1538) : a very 

4T«(16K))j tonowlikea rill ,. . , . k„ . 

»rlll Vril\ or rille \'ri\, 'nl-A n [G nlle, lit., channel made b> a small 

stre™, Ir. LG, rill] (1868) : any Of several long narrow valleys on the 

moo'n's surface ' ■ ... 

rilMV'ril-?t\n(l538): ahttlentl . , 

•rim VrimK n [MB tr. OE rimo; akin to ON fim.^tnp of tend] (ISc) 1 
a : the outer part of a wheel joined to the hub usu. by spokes ».! a 
I^bvabk ouSJ metal band on an automohile 'wheel t6 Which the tire 
is.attached 1 «! the outer often cupred or circular edge or border of 
something b : brink 3: l?RAME3d(l) — rlm.less V«M\a* 

Wra v6 rlramedj rlm-miiig »((1794) 1 

(diffs riirtmfng the camp> 1 v to run 
Uie cup>. vf J to form or show a nm 



rimy Vri-m«\ od; rim4-«ri -est [OE Arimig, fr. hnm} (bef. 12c) : coveftsti 
rlndVrind,''rrn\^ME, fr. OE; akin to OHO rinda baric, OE f^ndan'fc 
rendl (bef. 12c) t i the bark of » tree 2 1 a usu. hard or tough outW 
layer : fEEUCRtrer (grated lemon ~> —tiaM\-^\ adj - 
riniier-pest Vrin-dar-.pest\ n (O. fr. rinder, pl...cattle + pen pestilence 
fr. L MTlijl (1865) : a(i«cute infectious febrile disease esp, of cattle 
causeTby a' iirus ini marired by diphtheritic inHammation of muC0fts 

•rTitrVrioTn [ME, fr. OE liring; akin to OHO firing ring, L cUrvu! 
curved - more at crown! (bef, 12c) 1 : a circuUr band for holding 
connectinE. haneine, pulling, packing, or sealing (a key ~> <a toWel 
S> 2 . Tdrclel uli. of prIciSus metal worn on the finger 3 a S> 
circular p|^r.p=_.^o^^^^^^ 

b^xeI^"frTr.lSlUscon^St''^"£o^^ 

(aV&lt'ur^f "IT AN^urcwNoT a'^-^''«1lusive combination of ba-- 
sons for a selfish and Often corropt purpose (as to control a market) (< 
wheat ~> b : GANO 8 ! the field ot a political contest : RACE 9 
: food in the shape of a circle 10 : an arrangement of atoms reprc: 
sentcd in formulaVor models in a cyclic inMinw as » ph^n - 

heiEhl of approximately eight leet above the floor and used for haii|; 

. . H balancing feats • 

,n in which the r 



)mpetition in which the nngs are us 
. „.eer> — rine,|ike \'riq-.lik\ adj 
ig v(. ringed; ring-ing VniHijN « <'5<:.> .' 
ound : ENaRCtE (police ~<d th^ - 



ts in gymnastics b : iin event in gymj 



quoits) ~vi 1 



a.rini 



buflding) 2': to provide with a 
inger over (the peg) in a gaine (as 
horaeshoes or quoits) ~vi 1 a : to move in a nng b:tonsemthe 
air spirally 2 : to form or take the shape of a nng 

I : to sound resonantly or sonorously (the doorbell «ng> (cheers rani 
out) 2 a : to be filled with a reverberating sc 
halls rung with laughter) 



for 



is fan 



tiously (their praise rang in 
expressi^'2^f^somc^|ualicy 



„ ig filled with 

tg> 3 ; to cause something to ring (~ 
illcd with talk or report (the whole land 



Mt/ly Brit : 



nake (a sound) by or as if by ringing a bell 3 
if by ringing 4 : to repeat often, loudly, or 
imofi «p by bell b chicly BHt : teuphone 
— usu. used with up — ring ( bell J to arouse > response (that name 
rings « 6eH> - ring lowit thfcurtain : to conclude a l«rfonn«nf«or»" 
action - ring the changes or rSn| chaiiges : to run '("-oush therang 
of possible variations — ring up The curtain J to begin a performance 
^Tn^n 0^49) I : a set of bdls .2 = a dear resonant so<ind mad b.^^ 

.T;•"."Po?d"^u»i;t™d!^^1,sfa!or^i^^^^^^ 
Si^^e'^giitu/r^d^^^^^^ 

the other team Who try to capture^ them, keep them m a place of con- 
finement, and keep them Irom being rdeased by i,-i.mmaiM 
rine-araund-a-rosy \,rio-a-^aun-d3-'r6-ze\..or 
W^n(d)-Ul»-\ n (1883f : i children's singini 
dance around in a drde and at a given signal s 
rinS3bik\'rio-ibari;\,rt(1892)! OIRDLE.3-^ . ..„,;, Hnits 
ring binder n (ca. 1929) : a loose-leaf binder in which split metal nngs 
attached to a metal back hold the perforated sheets of paper . 
ring-bolt Vrii)-.belt\ n (1626) : lin eyebolf with a nng through its eye; , 
ring-bone \-.t.6n\ n (1523) : an exostosis on the pastern 'bones of the 
produdng lameness 



"hunba palumb'us) "' 



a common European pigeon «> 
atch on each side of the neck and 



^ . .„.. .V-. . B0R06R. .2! comfosedorforr 

,d ttie rim of (pulls that ~ 'rlng-er ynij-sA n O = 



li_"!!!!!-;^ji^^"r(T5"^^^^^^ 

i).with a whitish patch on each side of the necK anu 
Wings %edwith.white 2: a small dove (Strep (ope/ia raoria) of soutli- 

tg^^'fcdja4''*» t cndtded or marked withor as it with nnp 



at sounds esp. by ringing I t 



ri™ky^^ 
irinse V 



1070 Seminary • senatorial district 

sem-t iuuT \'sem-a.^a-eK n. pi -nwJes [ME tombed, nuiwry. soni- 
nary, ff. L seminarium. fr, jonfa-s semtn feed] tlSc) 1 ,• an environ- 
ment in which something onginates and from which it is propagated 
~ of vice and crime) 2. » ; an insUtotjon of secpndMy or higher 
education; eip : an academy tor girls fc : an mstttution tor the train- 
ing of candidates for the priesthood, ministry, or rabbinate ^.^ ■ 
seml-nafcu-ral \,sem-i-'nacMa-)rst, ,sem-,i-\ od;(ca. 1962) : mvjdified by 



sem-i-nif-er-ous \,sem-5-'nif-(»-)r5S\ adj [L semt 

..ifenus] (1692) : tirodudng or bearing seed or sei 
seminiferous tubule « (I860) : any of the coiled tht 

make up the bulk of the testis and are hned with a germinal epithdiuf 

from which the spermat' 
Sem-i-nole ysem-Sj-^na]\ 



•' Seminole [Creek simalo-ni, 

_ ^ , i] (1789) : a member of an 

American Indian people of Ronda ' 

semi.n(>-ina<i \,sem-i-'n6-,mad, .scm^-.i-\ (ca.^1934) ^ a^meml^^ of^a 



sSni-nude' Vn^w" "^'i '(1^849) " partially nude - 
seini-of'fi-cial Vsem-c-i-fish 



nu-di-ty 



se-'mi-ol-o-gy X.se-mc-'al-s-je, .scm-c-, 
1890) : the study of signs; isp_ : semi 
a-laj-i-ksIX adj — se-mi-o-log-i-cally 
gistV*al-3-j«tVn 

semi^paque \,sem-e-o- pak, ,scm-,i-\ c 



-,mI-\ n tak semehn sien] (ca. 
,b_se.mi.o-log.i^l\Cfe-,mi- 
••■ ' • (»-)le\adv — se.mi-ol-o- 



7o Gk ilmr sign '-^ml^eM'sTJi^mcUmiU a 
ical theory of signs^and symboh that deajs esp. will 



irophyll and is capable of photo- 



swii'pS^a-nent VVsrm-(»-)nsnt\ adj. (ca. 1890) : lasting or intended 
to last for a long time but not pennanenl , .... . . 

semi per-me able V'p»r-ni«-»-b3l\ adj (1 888) : partUIly but not fteely or 
whoUy permeable: specif : pemieabie to some usu. small molecules but 
- not to other usu. larger particles <a ~ membrane) — semi-per-me^il- 

sl'miV^liV^^ai^-P'^^^^^^ <"57) : of, relating to, or involving 

sSpf^u!|^VVip-"'°'rA^^^^^ , 
semi.poi-ce.lain \-'p6r-s(s-)Un, -'por-X n (1880) : any of several ceramic 
war« resembling or imitative of porcelain: esp : a relatively high-f.red 

s«mtpor^io4''r"Rh^c'"^ porno- 
graphic —^semi.poi-.nog.ra-p^l^\-por-"na|M|yfe\^ ^^^^^ ^^^^ 



i\> adj. o/oga 



jlone (ca. 1890): 



mi,pro Vser 
cmi-pro-fes- 



■n-n, ,iem-.!-^odf ('897)^^1 



miprofessional n (ca. 1897) : one who engages in an activity (as a 
lorl) scmiprofessionally , , . 

ni.pub.|ic \.sem-i-*p»b-Iik. .sem-,i-\ adj (1804) I : open , to some 

...^ 'he regular constituency 2: having some features of a 

; specif : maintained as a public service by a private 

f V'kwan(t)-s-,tSt-iv\ adj (ca. 1927) : constitutipg'or 
„ )..,.„.i.,.:ve precision —semi,<iuan,tl-tl-tiTe,|]' adv 



iprofit organi! 



„.ni?e.li.giousVri'-iij-«V 
semi-re-tired Vn-'t>(s)rd\ i 
cause of age or ill health 
seral.re-(ire,ment V'tus)''-' 



s«ml.ruf -al V-'nlr-sIX adj (ca 1 864) : som< 
semi-saM:redV'sa-krwi\od/ (ca. 1898): SL......„.-.- 

semi-se<ret V'se-kr3t\ odj (1917) : not publicly ar 

:er-e\ adj (ca. 1930) : s< 

, therwise<~ tribes) 

semi-shrab-by Vsem-i-,shr»b-c, Sem-,!-, esp Sc 



sead^ya^^Mc \.«in-'thet-ik\ adj (1937) . 1 :. produced by cluaa 
alteration of a natural starting matenal <~ petiiallinsj 2 ! coptaj 
bothiAeoiicallyidentifiedandco * - -' — 



le study ofM 

<i<Mr. 



■-al, ,sem.;{-, -•res(h)-chsl\ odjrfllif 
1 : growing on boggy grouna 1 : frequenting but not living Wholly, 

'le-iS-ic \s»-'mit-ik\ adj (G semitisch. .fr. Scmil. Semite Semite, proti;|! 
ML Semifcj, fr. LL Sent Shem] (1826) I : of, relating to, or cbara«<s, 
istic of the Semites; ^pec^: lewiSH 2: of, relating to, or constitutingja 
subfamily of the Afro-AsUtic language family, that includes Hetirsjs, 
Aramaic Arabic and Elhiopic • i: ,.- 

■Semitic n (1 875) : any or all of the Semitic languages 

SeHTiit-l.cist\s3-'mit-a-sast\«(1956): seMinsT 

Se<nit-ics Vmit-iks\ n pi but sing in constr (1895) 
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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 

THE REPLY FILED 26 June 2006 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

1 . EI The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 
this application, applicant must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which 
places the application in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .31 ; or (3) 
a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. The reply must be filed within one of the following 
time periods: 

a) ^ The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) Q The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In 

no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

Examiner Note: If box 1 1s checked, check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 

TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). 
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee 
under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) a; 
set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even If timely filed, 
may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 



2. □ The Notice of Appeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 

filing the Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41 .37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since 
a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 

AMENDMENTS 



3. □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) n They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(c) □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 
appeal; and/or 

(d) □ They present additional claims without canceling a con-esponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)), 

The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 

5. □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

non-allowable claim(s). 

For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered, or b) S will be entered and an explanation of 
how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 14-19. 24/14. 27 . 

Glaim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 20-23. 14/20. 25. 26. 28 . 
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 



8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 
because applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufRcient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and 
was not eariier presented. See 37 CFR 1 .1 16(e). 

9. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be 
entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1). 

1 0. □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER 



1 . M The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

See Continuation Sheet. 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

3. S Other: See Continuation Sheet . 
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Continuation of 1 1 . 

See the reasons set forth in the final Office action on March 30, 2006. In addition, regarding Applicant's reliance on extrinsic evidence, 
e.g., Webster's Dictionary, the Examiner respectfully submits that the specification is the single best guide to the meaning of a claim term. 
Phillips V. AWH Corp., 75 USPQ2d 1321 (Fed. Cir. 2005)(en banc). IWoreover, Applicant's arguments are similar to the arguments 
presented in copending Application No. 10720821, the Examiner's response in the final rejection on May 9. 2006 of Appl.'821 is 
incorporated herein by reference. 

Continuation of 13. Other: 

The replacement drawings filed on June 26, 2006 are accepted by the Examiner. 
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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

The amendment document filed on 26 June 2006 is cx)nsidered non-compliant because it has failed to meet the 
requirements of 37 CFR 1.121 or 1.4. In order for the amendment document to be compliant, correction of the following 

item(s) is required. 

THE FOLLOWING MARKED (X) ITEM(S) CAUSE THE AMENDMENT DOCUMENT TO BE NON-COMPLIANT: 

□ 1 . Amendments to the specification: 

□ A. Amended paragraph(s) do not include markings. 

□ B. New paragraph(s) should not be underlined. 

□ C. Other . 

□ 2. Abstract: 

□ A. Not presented on a separate sheet. 37 CFR 1.72. 

□ B. Other . 

□ 3. Amendments to the drawings; 

□ A. The drawings are not properly identified in the top margin as "Replacement Sheet," "New Sheet," or 

"Annotated Sheet" as required by 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

□ B. The practice of submitting proposed drawing correction has been eliminated. Replacement drawings 

showing amended figures, without marl<ings, in compliance with 37 CFR 1.84 are required. 

□ C. Other . 

Kl 4. Amendments to the claims: 

□ A. A complete listing of all of the claims is not present. 

□ B. The listing of claims does not include the text of all pending claims (including withdrawn claims) 

^ C. Each claim has not been provided with the proper status identifier, and as such, the individual status 
of each claim cannot be identified. Note: the status of every claim must be indicated after its claim 
number by using one of the following status identifiers: (Original), (Currently amended), (Canceled), 
(Previously presented), (New), (Not entered), (Withdrawn) and (Withdrawn-currently amended). 

□ D. The claims of this amendment paper have not been presented in ascending numerical order. 
M E. Other: See Continuation Sheet . 

□ 5. Other (e.g., the amendment is unsigned or not signed in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4): 

For further explanation of the amendment format required by 37 CFR 1.121, see MPEP § 714. 
TIME PERIODS FOR FILING A REPLY TO THIS NOTICE: 

1 . Applicant is given no new time period if the non-compliant amendment is an after-final amendment or an amendment 
filed after allowance. If applicant wishes to resubmit the non-compliant after-final amendment with corrections, the 
entire corrected amendment must be resubmitted. 

2. Applicant is given one month, or thirty (30) days, whichever is longer, from the mail date of this notice to supply the 
correction, if the non-compliant amendment is one of the following: a preliminary amendment, a non-final amendment 
(including a submission for a request for continued examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114), a supplemental 
amendment filed within a suspension period under 37 CFR 1.103(a) or (c), and an amendment filed in response to a 
Quayle action. If any of above boxes 1 . to 4, are checked, the correction required is only the corrected section of the 
non-compliant amendment in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. 

Extensions of time are available under 37 CFR 1.136(a) onhi if the non-compliant amendment is a non-final 
amendment or an amendment filed in response to a Quayle action. 

Failure to timely respond to this notice will result in: 

Abandonment of the application if the non-compliant amendment is a non-final amendment or an amendment 
filed in response to a Quayle action; or 

Non-entry of the amendment if the non-compliant amendment is a preliminary amendment or supplemental 
amendment VinhT. Luong 
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Continuation of 4(e) Other: Each claim has not been provided with the proper status identifier. For example, claims 20-23 are withdrawn, 
however. Applicant identified these claims as "Previously Added." 
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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE 
TO NOTICE OF NON-COMPLIANT AMENDMENT 

Sir: 

Applicants submit the following timely response to the Notice of Non-Compliant 
Amendment mailed July 14, 2006. Please amend the application as provided below. 

This Response places the application and the claims therein, in condition for 
allowance. 

In this Response, the amendments to the specification begin on page 2. 
The amendments to the claims begin on page 5. 
The Remarks begin on page 8. 
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Specification: 

Page 2, please rewrite the third full paragraph as follows: 
The system of the present invention will include at least one part that extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of the steering wheel or vehicular 
control. This part is at least partially deformable in at least one direction, so that the 
system will not interfere with the operation of the wheel or control. This deformability, 
however, will not impede the support function of the system on the invention. 
Furthermore, the deformable material has memory, so that after a deforming force is 
removed, it resumes its original predeformation configuration and shap e, which is 
extending outward at an angle from a plane across the face of the steering wheel or 
vehicular control. 

Page 3, please rewrite the seventh full paragraph as follows: 
Deformable material second section 102 extends outward from steering control 
105 over a predetermined section of the steering controL which is shown in Figure 1 to be 
an arc. As is better shown in Figure 3. a deformable second section such as 102 extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of a steering control such as 105. 
Deformable second section 102 may extends outward from the steering control at or 
below the inside circumference of the control over the predetermined arc. This arc will 
typically include at least the ten 104 and two 106 o'clock positions, or may include the 
entire circumference. 

Page 4, please rewrite the fourth and fifth full paragraphs as follows: 
The first system of the present invention at 202 includes first section 204 that 
connects to steering control 211 and second section 205 that extends outward from first 
section 204. Further, a second section such as 205 extends outward at an angle from a 
plane across the face of a steering control such as 211 (see Figure 3). First section 204 
may be rigid, semi-rigid, or deformable, while second section 205 is deformable. If the 
first section is deformable, it may have memory. 

Similarly, the second system of the present invention at 203 includes first section 
207 that connects to steering control 21 1 and second section 209 that extends outward 
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from first section 207. Further, a second section such as 209 extends outward at an angle 
from a plane across the f ace of a steering control such as 21 1 Tsee Figure 3). First section 
207 may be rigid, semi-rigid, or deformable, while second section 209 is deformable. 
Again, if the first section is deformable, it may have memory. Further, second sections 
205 and 209 may be rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable and still be within 
the scope of the present invention. 

Page 5, please rewrite second full paragraph as follows: 
Referring to Figure 3, generally at 300, steering control 305 is shown that 
includes rim 308, spokes 310, and steering column 312. First section 301 is formed 
integral with rim 308 and deformable second section 302 extends outward from the first 
section. As is shown, second section 302 extends outward at angle 316 from plane 318 
across the face of steerin g control 305. The material of second section 302 has sufficient 
strength that when driving, the driver may rest his/her wrists or portions of the hands 322 
on the material and they will be supported. The structure is such that the weight of the 
arms and hands through the wrists or portions of the hands are supported without the 
material deforming. 

Page 6, please rewrite the second and third full paragraphs as follows: 
Referring to Figure 5, generally at 500, a second embodiment of the present 
invention is shown. System 501 of the present invention shown in Figure 5 includes a 
first section 502 that detachably connects to steering control rim. Deformable second 
section 503 connects to, and extends outwardly from, first section 502. As is shown, 
deformable second section 503 extends outward at angle 516 from plane 518 across the 
face of steering control rim 508. First section 502 may snap-on or otherwise attach to the 
steering control such that it may appear integral with the steering control. One of many 
possible known means for accomplishing this is by first section 502 being mostly rigid, 
and leaving a space 507 so the attachment can be forced over rim 508 and leave room for 
the steering control spokes 510. Regardless of the means for attachment, once first 
section 502 is attached to the steering control, it will provide all of the benefits that have 
been described for the first section being integrally formed with the rim. Additionally, 
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the second embodiment, may be a single structure with a single resting material support, 
a single structure with multiple resting supports, or multiple structures each with its own 
resting support. As in the other embodiments, the second section may be rigid, semi- 
rigid or flexible, or non-deformable and still be within the scope of the present invention. 

By way of example, Figure 6, generally at 600, shows another alternate method to 
attach the system of the present invention to steering control rim 608. The system in this 
figure has first section 602 that will envelop rim 608. First section 602 may be made 
from a flexible material. First section 602 may have a slit 611^ which after this section 
envelops the rim^ may be stitched shut by stitches 613. As in the other embodiments of 
the present invention, deformable second section 603 connects to, and extends outwardly 
from, first section 602. Further, a deformable second section such as 603 extends 
outward at an angle from a plane across the face of a steering control rim such as 608 (see 
Figures 3 and 5). A gain, the second section may be rigid, semi-rigid, or non-deformable 
and still be within the scope of the present invention. 
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In the Claims 
1-13. (Cancelled) 

14. (Previously Presented) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated with a 
steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that connects to, 
and extends from the first section at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel, the 
second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane across a front 
face of the steering wheel, the second section for supporting at least a portion of a 
vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's 
body on the second section is less than the pressure for deforming the second section out 
of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel, and 
deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering 
wheel when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second 
section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section out of 
interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel. 

15. (Currently Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
steering wheel includes a the steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, 
aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

16. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
portion of the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or 
hand. 

17. (Currently Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
first section extends a predetermined length of a predetermined the peripheral portion of 
the steering wheel. 

18. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
second section includes at least two second sections that each connect to the first section 
at separate locations. 

19. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 17 or 18, wherein 
the first section is deformable. 
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20. (Withdrawn) A fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated with a 
steering wheel for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

at least two discrete first sections that each connect to a peripheral portion of the 
steering wheel, and 

a discrete rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that 
connects to, and extends from each first section at a peripheral portion of the steering 
wheel, each second section extends from the first section outward at an angle to a plane 
across a front face of the steering wheel, each second section for supporting at least a 
portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion of the vehicular 
operator's body on die second section is less than the pressure for deforming the second 
section out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering 
wheel, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operator 
the steering wheel when pressure form the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the 
second section is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel.. 

21 . (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the steering 
wheel includes a steering wheel for controlling at least a nautical vessel, aircraft or 
ground transportation vehicle. 

22. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the portion of 
the body supported by the second section includes at least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

23. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the apparatus 
is adjustable for supporting different sizes or types of body portions. 

24. (Currently Amended) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20 , wherein 
each first section is formed integral with the steering wheel. 

25. (Wididrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 14 or 20, wherein each first 
section is detachable from the steering wheel. 

26. (Witiidrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein each first 
section is deformable. 

27. (Previously Presented) The apparatus as recited in claim 14, wherein the 
first section is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-deformable. 
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28. (Withdrawn) The apparatus as recited in claim 20, wherein the first section 
is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non-defoimable. 
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Remarks 

I. Introduction 

This Amendment supersedes the amendment mailed June 26, 2006, and is 
responsive to the notice of non-compliant amendment. 

Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 are pending in the present application. The Examiner 
has recited several grounds for objecting to and rejecting the present application. 
Examiner objected to the drawings for not including representations to the angular 
disposition of second section of the fatigue/relieving apparatus. In view of this objection 
to the drawings, the Examiner objected to the specification. The Examiner also has 
objected to claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 for indefiniteness under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph. Lastiy, the Examiner rejected pending claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) for anticipation based on either Van Arsdel, U.S. Patent No. 2,1 18,540; 
Anson, U.S. Patent No. 2,134,020; or Laubach, U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848. Applicant 
will demonstrate herein that the objections and rejections have been overcome by this 
Response, thereby placing the present application in condition for allowance. 

II. The Corrected Drawings Overcome the Examiner's Objection 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the drawings because 
"each part of the invention, e.g., the angle and the face in claim 14 should be designated 
by a reference numeral or character." Applicant has corrected the drawings as requested 
by the Examiner (Attachment B). Applicant respectfully submits six (6) Replacement 
Sheets of drawings. These changes to the drawings do not add new matter. As such. 
Applicant has ti-aversed the Examiner's basis for objection to the drawings. 

III. The Specification, As Amended, Overcome the Examiner's 
Objection 

On page 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the specification for 
"failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed the subject matter, such as, 'an 
angle,' in claim 14." Applicant has amended the specification to overcome this objection. 
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These amendments do not add new matter. Therefore, this objection should be 

withdrawn. 

IV. The Claims, As Amended Are Definitive. 

On page 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner contends that the terms "rigid", 
"semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable" in claims 14 and 17 are indefinite. 
Applicant submits that these terms would be understood by a person of ordinary skill in 
the art in light of the present invention. 

The Examiner contends that 14 and 17 are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. §§ 112, 
second paragraph, because of the recitation of the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," 
and "non-deformable." In particular, the Examiner asserts that these terms are indefinite 
because these tenns "[are] not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a 
standard for the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be 
reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention." Further, the Examiner contends that 
"it is unclear what range of Rockwell hardness of the material of the second section is 
required in order to be considered as terms "rigid," semi-rigid, or flexible, or non- 
deformable." Applicant submits that the claims are definite as will be shown. 

Claims 14 and 17, include the terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non- 
deformable." Applicant has attached as Attachment A excerpts from the Ninth New 
Collegiate Dictionary. These excerpts demonstrate that each of the terms that the 
Examiner has contended is indefinite is a very common term that a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would understand with sufficiency to make and use the present invention. 
The attached excerpts make plain that a person of ordinary skill in the art would clearly 
understand the scope of the claims when "rigid," "semi-rigid," or "flexible," or "non- 
deformable," is used. As such, claims 14 and 17 would be definite in the hands of a 
person of ordinary skill in the art. Noting this, Applicant overcomes the Examiner's 
indefiniteness rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as to the use of the 
terms "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," and "non-deformable," and respectfully requests 
that this rejection be withdrawn with regard to claims 14 and 19. 

The Examiner also rejected claims 15 and 17 for allegedly having no anticipated 
basis for the terms "a steering wheel" and "a peripheral portion of the steering wheel," 
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respectively. Applicant has amended the claims to remove any possible confusion on the 
part of the Examiner with regard to overcoming this obviousness rejection. 

Noting the foregoing. Applicant has traversed each of the Examiner's basis for 
rejecting the claims for indefmiteness under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

V. Claims 1 4-1 9 Are Not Anticipated Under 35 § U.S.C. 1 02(b) 

Claims 14-19, 24/14 and 27 are pending in the present application. In the current 
Office Action, claims 14-19, 24-14 and 27 have been rejected by the Examiner for 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) based on a three references. These references are 
U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848 to Laubach ("Laubach"), U.S. Patent No. 2,1 18,540 to Van 
Arsdel ("Van Arsdel"), and U.S. Patent No. 2,134,020 to Anson ("Anson"). More 
specifically, the Examiner relied on Van Arsdel or Anson for rejecting claims 14-17, 
19/17, 24/14 and 27; and Laubach for rejecting claims 14, 18 and 19/18. Hereinafter, 
Applicant will demonstrate that claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27, as presently amended, place 
the present application in condition for allowance and the application should be passed to 
issue. 

A. Applicable Law 

In order for there to be anticipation under 35 U.S.C. §102, a single prior art 
reference must show each and every feature of the claimed invention in the same way. . 
Brown v. 3M, 265 F.3d 1349, 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2001) ("To anticipate, every limitation of 
the claimed invention must be found in a single prior art reference, arranged as in the 
claim"); Kloster Speedsteel AB v. Crucible. Inc., 793 F.2d 1565, 1571 (Fed. Cir. 1986) 
("absence from the reference of any claimed element negates anticipation"). Applicant 
submits that neither Van Arsdel, Anson, nor Laubach satisfy this standard for finding 
anticipation under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

B. Van Arsdel Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27 
Claim 14 is an independent claim and claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 depend from 

claim 14. As such, claims 15-19, 24/14, and 27 add features to claim 20. 

In relying on Van Arsdel, the Examiner does not cite to any descriptions of the 
auto steering wheel handgrip disclosed in this reference but annotates the drawings for 
this purpose. Specifically, the Examiner annotated Figures 3 and 5 in an attempt to show 
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what is being claimed in claim 14. The Examiner states that reference no. 4 equates to the 
first section and reference no. 2 equates to the second section of claim 14. Applicant 
submits that the Examiner fails to consider and appreciate all of the elements of the 
second section because if he did, two things would be clear (i) the grip-rest is in a plane 
parallel with the one across the face of the steering wheel and (ii) there is a missing 
element. 

Van Arsdel at column 2, lines 13-54 states: 

The grip-rest 2 is concave longitudinally and about half of the rest 
extends over and part way across the steering wheel rim 3 in a manner to 

slope downwardly and inwardly of the rim. The outer edge 4 on the side, 
and 5 of the rear end of the concave, located above the rim, extends up 
into a marginal flange to be contacted by the inside of the ball of the 
thumb or by the bottom of the hand, depending upon which part of the 
hand is seated on the rest. These flanges 4 and 5 enable the operator 
instantly to feel any deviation of the car from a straight course and gives 
him something substantial to push against in resistance and also in rotating 
the wheel to steer the car around comers and curves and away from 
obstructions or bad places in the roadway. 

The rotation of the steering wheel by hand pressure against the 
flanges 4 and 5 is assisted by the palm and fingers, which are wrapp ed 
around the rim of the wheel , and increase the fingerhold [on] the grip-rest 
2, which is thickened and bifurcated to straddle the rim as shown in Fig. 6, 
is provided with recesses separated by ridges, here shown as three in 
number, 6, 7, and 8.... [See Figure 4] 

The weight of the hand and arm are comfortably supported with the 
bottom of the hand resting in the concavity of the grip-rest as shown in 
Fig. 1, or with the ball of the thumb seated in the concavity as shown in 
Fig. 2.... 

My improved grip-rest may be formed integral with the rim of the 
steering wheel as shown in Fig. 8, but I prefer to make it removable as an 
attachment for any make of car and also to make it adjustable to suit the 
requirements or fancy of the driver. [Emphasis added] 

A review of Figures 3 and 5, as annotated by the Examiner, attempts to show that 

the grip-rest of Van Arsdel is disposed outward at an angle a to a plane across the face of 
the steering wheel shows that the Examiner's position is misplaced. As the description 
above from Van Arsdel indicates, the grip-rest is disposed as shown in Figure 6 parallel 
to the plane across the face of the steering wheel not at angle to it. This is very clear 
because in each disposition of the grip-rest in the Figures, it is fixed in this parallel plane 
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to support the thumb or part of the palm. It is also fixed so that it is not deformable so the 
driver can put extensive pressure on it (and it will not move) for steering the automobile 
(See underscored sections in the quotation above). 

If the grip-rest were supposed to be at an angle commensurate with the present 
invention as the Examiner contends, its disposition would be shown differently in the 
drawings. As such, there is not support for the Examiner's contention that the grip-rest is 
disposed other than in the plane parallel to the plane across the form of the steering 
wheel. Accordingly, one skilled in the art would not understand the grip-rest in Van 
Arsdel to be disposed as the Examiner contends. 

There is also no support in the description of the grip-rest in Van Arsdel that it 
will deform in any way out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel. 
Applicant submits he is justified in taking this position given the description of the 
connection of the grip-rest as shown in Figure 6 or the integrally formed grip-rest shown 
in Figure 8. Therefore, the grip-rest of Van Arsdel would not anticipate the invention as 
set forth in claim 14 because it is missing at least one element, i.e., Van Arsdel at least 
does not teach or suggest the features of the second section being deformable out of 
interference with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Noting in the foregoing. Applicant has demonstrated that the auto steering wheel 
grip-rest of Van Arsdel does not anticipate (or render obvious) the invention of claim 14. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the anticipation rejection based on Van 
Arsdel be withdrawn. 

Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these 
dependent claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Van Arsdel for the same reasons that claim 14 is not 
anticipated by this patent. Thus, Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for 
rejecting claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation and respectfully requests 
that this rejection be withdrawn. 

C. Anson Does Not Anticipate Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 
The Examiner has rejected claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation 
based on Anson. Referring to the Figures of Anson, the Examiner states that reference 
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no. 13 equates to the first section and reference no. 1 1 equates to the second section of 
claim 14. The Examiner has annotated Figure 8 to indicate that the steering wheel 
attachment of Anson is disposed at an angle a with respect to a plane across the face of 
the steering wheel. Before addressing the Examiner's basis of rejection. Applicant 
submits that the description of the steering wheel attachment of Anson is germane to the 
Examiner's position on anticipation. Applicant also submits that if this description is 
taken into consideration, the Examiner should withdraw the anticipation rejection based 
on Anson. 

In the description of the purpose of the steering wheel attachment in Anson, the 

patent states (Page 1, left column, lines 6-25): 

I have found that in the driving of an automobile and particular 
when driving for extended periods of time over long distances, the normal 
manner of holding and manipulating the steering wheel, wherein both 
driver's hands grasp the wheel in positions which require the driver's amis 
to remain in a raised and more or less unnatural and uncomfortable 
position, considerable strain develops in the driver's hands, arms, 
shoulders and back particularly, and results in excess of fatigue , such as 
will frequently dull the driver's normal reflexes and alertness and thereby 
increase the danger of accidents. 

To obviate these disadvantages . I have devised an attachment for 
steering wheels, which permits a driver to assume a completely 
comfortable and relaxed driving position, while at the same time, affords a 
means permitting the driver to at all times retain positive operating control 
of the steering wheel. [Emphasis added] 

The steering wheel attachment of Anson is subsequently described in the patent. 
The following description is stated (Page 1, right column, line 49 - Page 2, left column, 
line 18): 

The attachment comprises a hand grip portion 1 1, which is preferably of 
bulbularform.... Grip portion 1 1 normallv extends downward from the 
wheel rim and is of suitable length to adapt same to extend to the region of 
the driver's lap so that it may be grasped bv the driver's hand when his 
hand is resting in a normal comparable position in his lap . Grip portion 
11... which will have sufficient pliability. . .to be deflected from its normal 
pendant position without adversely affecting the measure of control of the 
steering wheel movements afforded bv the positive operating movement 
of the attachment, while at the same time, neck 12 will retain sufficient 
rigidity to permit operating movements of hand grip 1 1 to be positively 
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communicated to the steering wheel rim for effective control of its 
movements . [Emphasis added] 

Applicant submits that the steering wheel attachment of Anson does disclose all 
of the elements of claim 14. As set forth in the quotation above, the steering wheel 
attachment of Anson is a pliable structure that dangles downward from the bottom of the 
steering wheel. It is further understood from the quotation above that in use the steering 
wheel attachment is grasped by the driver's hand while the arms and hands are resting in 
the driver' s lap. There is no teaching in Anson that the steering wheel attachment can be 
disposed of any location other than at the bottom of the steering wheel where it dangles 
for use. The other disposite of the hand grip at the top of rim is for situations where it is 
removed from use. 

The Examiner has cited Anson at Page 2, Left Column, Lines 62-72, as teaching 
the deformability element of the second section in claim 14. As the quotation above 
demonstrates, when the Anson handgrip is in use, it is in the pendent position and used to 
steer the vehicle. If, during normal operations, the driver were to grab the steering wheel 
in an emergency situation, he would release the handgrip and grab the wheel, for 
example, at the 10 and 2 o'clock positions. In doing so, the pendent-hanging handgrip 
would not be deformed as set forth in claim 14 because it would not be in use. Moreover, 
if it were used, it would not be deformed out of interference but would be held to steer 
the vehicle. 

The Examiner has stated the handgrip of Anson equates to deformation according 
to claim 14 because it may be moved from the bottom pendent position to the top of the 
steering wheel. When the handgrip is moved to die top, it is moved there to be 
purposefully out of use all the time so it will not be in a position to be deformed as set 
forth in the second section of claim 14.' In order to move the handgrip, it would be 
understood that the vehicle would have to be stopped, the handgrip detached and 
repositioned at the top, and reattached. 

Given the foregoing, the steering wheel attachment of Anson at least does not 
indicate the element of the second section being disposed outward at an angle from the 
plane across the face of the steering wheel (Anson extends rearward) and it does not 



' Anson, page 2, left column, lines 68-72. 
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teach that the attachment will be deformable out of interference with the operation of the 
steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Applicant has demonstrated that claim 14 is not anticipated (or rendered obvious) 
by Anson and requests that the anticipation rejection based on this patent be withdrawn. 

Claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these 
dependent claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 15-17, 19/17, 
24/14, and 27 are not anticipated by Anson for the same reasons that claim 14 is not 
anticipated by this patent. Applicant has traversed the Examiner's basis for rejecting 
claims 15-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 for anticipation and respectfully requests that this 
rejection be withdrawn. 

D. Laubach Does Not Anticipate Claims 14, 18, and 19/18 

The Examiner has rejected claims 14, 18, and 19/18 for anticipation based on 
Laubach. In formulating the rejection based on Laubach, the Examiner has not relied on 
any part of the disclosure in that patent but has annotated the drawings to allegedly show 
that Laubach teaches each and every feature of claim 14. The Examiner states that 
reference nos. 7 and 8 of the knob 2 equates to the first section and reference no. 10 
equates to the second section of claim 14. Applicant submits that the Examiner's reliance 
on Laubach is misplaced. 

Laubach states the following with regard to the knobs attached to the steering 

wheel (Page 1, line 43-71): 

By particularly considering the Figures 2 and 3, it will be seen that 
the knobs 2 are secured to the rim of the wheel 1 by means of securing 
screws 4, these screws being threaded as indicated at 5 longitudinally 
tiirough the knobs 2. and extending for quite a distance flu-ough the entire 
length of the knobs, thereby efficientiy bracing the same . The inner ends 
of the knobs 2 are concave as indicated at 6, so as to conform to the 
contour of the outer periphery of the wheel 1 .... 

Each knob 2 is provided with a plurality of finger sockets 9 upon 
the upper face thereof, and an enlarged head portion 10 at tiie outer end 
thereof, for the purpose of facilitating the gripping of the knob and 
preventing the actual slippage of the hand of the operator from the knob 2 . 
[Emphasis added] 
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The Examiner has annotated the drawings to attempt to show that enlarged head 
10 is disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 
This is not supported. 

The hands of the driver are supported by gripping the knobs in the defined finger 
recesses shown in the drawings. The heads 10 are enlarged for this sole purpose of 
preventing the hands from slipping off of the knobs. The heads 10 clearly are not 
disposed at an angle outward of the plane across the face of the steering wheel but are 
placed at the end of the knobs solely to act as a stop. Further, the heads 10 are not 
deformable out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in 
claim 14. They are fixed in place along with the rest of the knobs. 

The description of the knobs and a review of the Figures makes plain that the 
knobs are not deformable and they are not disposed at an angle with respect to the a plane 
across the face of the steering wheel. The knobs are rigidly connected to the steering 
wheel by screws 5. Any movement of them requires removing the screws, drilling the 
wheel at a new location, and reattaching the knobs at the new location. At this new 
location, the knobs will in a plane parallel to the plane across the face of the steering 
wheel. 

The knobs do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering 
wheel as in the second section of claim 14. In fact, once the Laubach knobs are secured 
by screws 5 as shown and described, they are fixed and not movable during normal 
operations. If they are iiot unscrewed, the only movement would be to apply a destructive 
force to the knobs, thereby breaking them. 

Therefore, Laubach at least does not teach the features of the second section being 
disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel and the 
knobs of Laubach do not deform out of interference with the operation of the steering 
wheel as set forth in claim 14. 

Applicant has demonstrated that claim 14 is not anticipated (or rendered obvious) 
by Laubach and requests that the anticipation rejection based on this patent be withdrawn. 

Claims 18 and 19/18 depend from claim 14. As such, each of these dependent 
claims includes all the features of claim 14. Therefore, claims 18 and 19/18 are not 
anticipated by Laubach for the same reasons that claim 14 is not anticipated by this 
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patent. Therefore, Applicant has traversed the Examiner's bases for rejecting claims 18 
and 19/18 for anticipation and respectfully requests that this rejection be withdrawn. 



Please charge any fees which may be due, or credit any overpayments, to our 
Deposit Account No. 08-0219. 
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III. Conclusion 

In this Response, Applicant has traversed Examiner's (i) objection to the 
drawings, (ii) objection to the specification, (iii) and anticipation rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) based on either Van Arsdel, U.S. Patent No. 2,118,540; Anson, U.S. Patent 
No. 2,134,020; and Laubach, U.S. Patent No. 1,575,848. As such. Applicant has placed 
the present application is in condition for allowance. 

The present invention is new, non-obvious and useful. Reconsideration and 
allowance of the claims are respectfully requested. 



Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP 
60 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel: 617-526-6183 
Fax: 617-526-5000 

Attorney Docket Number: 1 14089. 121US1 




Respectfully submitted. 




Wayne M. Kennard 
Attorneys for the Applicant 



USIDOCS 5772132vl 



18 



Attorney Docket No. 1 14089. 121 US 
Date of Electronic Deposit: December 6, 2007 



(Evidence Appendix) 

Attachment F 



Attachment F to the Evidence Appendix 



Jnited States Patent Am Trademark Office 



APPLICATION N< 



imrreD states i>ei ariment of commerce 

UbK^ %te3 fsteiit Md Trtdemirk OlSce 
Adfasi COMMiSSIONER FOR PATENTS 
F.O. Box 1450 

AlouKkii, Yttpnit 23313 -t4S« 



HRST NAMED INVENTOR 



I Omo,82 1 1 1/24/2003 Douglas B. Wilson 

23483 7590 05/09/2006 

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING HALE AND DORR LLP 

60 STATE STREET 
BOSTON. MA 02109 



I ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONHRMATIONNO. [ 
114089.120 5355 



PAPER NUMBER 



DATE MAILED: 05/09/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



WILMEK CUTLER PICKERING 
HALE and DORR LLP DOCKETING 

Action Date: ^H(!\> 



Action to be Taken:__QjMMl£licMV^ 
Docketed By: £jk__On:_|lllMW 




PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
10/720.821 
Examiner 
Vinh T. Luong 



Applicant(s} 

WILSON. DOUGLAS B. 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of Bme may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) ftdONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply vw'll, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U. B.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing dale of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(t3). 

Status 

1 )E1 Responsive to CGmmunication(s) filed on 25 April 2006 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) 20-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim{s) is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 20-28 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Clalm(s) is/are objected to. 

8) [3 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 25 April 2006 is/are; a)|Ei accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d) or (f). * 
a)nAII b)D Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received^ 



Attachment(s) 

1} D Notice of References Cited (PTO-^92) 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review {PTO-948) 

3) O Infonnation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 orPTO/SB/08) 
Paper No(s)/Mall Date . 



Vinh T. Luong 
Primary Examiner 

4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No{s)/Mai( Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) S Other. Attachments 1-3 . 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper NoiMail Date 05082006 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/720,82 1 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3682 

1. The Amendment filed on April 5, 2006 has been entered. 

2. The replacement drawings were received on April 25, 2006. These drawings are 
accepted by the Examiner. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. . Claims 20-26 and 28/20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Van 
Arsdel (US Patent No. 2,1 18,540). 

Regarding claim 20, Van Arsdel teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus 
associated with a steering wheel 3 for controlling a vehicle comprising: 

a first section 4 (i.e., horizontal section in Fig. 3) that connects to a peripheral 
portion 3 of the steering wheel 3; and 

a second section 2 (i.e., a concave upward section in Figs. 3 and 5) that connects 
to and extends from the first section 4 at the peripheral portion 3 of the steering wheel 3, the 
second section 2 extends fi-om the first section 4 outward at an angle (see angle a in Figs. 3 and 5 
of the Attachment 1) to a plane (Att. 1) across a face to the steering wheel 3, with the second 
section 2 inherently for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body (e.g., the hand 
as seen in Figs. 1 and 2) when pressure fi-om the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the 
second section 2 is less than the pressure for deforming the second section 2 out of interference 
with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 3, and deforming out of 
interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel when pressure 
from the portion of the vehicular operatbr's body on the second section is equal to or greater than 
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the pressure for deforming the second section out of interference with the vehicular operator's 
ability to operate the steering wheel 3. Ibid, right column on page 1, lines 29-54. 

Regarding claim 21, the second section 2 is inherently deformable in at least one 
direction when deforming pressure is applied to such second section 2. Note that virtually 
anything will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See the term "flexible" in Fredman 
V. Harris-Hub Co.. Inc., 163 USPQ 397 (DC 1969). 

Regarding claim 22, the second section 2 supports a portion of the vehicular operator's 
body when pressure from such body portion is applied in at least one direction. 

Regarding claim 23, the steering wheel includes a steering wheel for controlling at least a 
nautical vessel, an aircraft, or a ground transportation vehicle. 

Regarding claim 24, the second section 2 will inherently return to an original first 
position after deforming pressure is removed therefrom. 

Regarding claim 25, the portion of the body supported by the second section includes at 
least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

Regarding claim 26, the first section 4 extends a length of a predetennined peripheral 
portion of the steering wheel 3 . 

Regarding claim 28/20, the first section 4 is inherently deformable. See the term 
"flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. 

5. Claims 20-26 and 28/20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Anson (US Patent No. 2,134,020). 

Regarding claim 20, Anson teaches a fatigue reheving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel 10 for controlhng a vehicle comprismg: 
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a first section 13 that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel 10; 
a second section 1 1 extends fi-om the first section at the peripheral portion of the 
steering wheel 10, the second section 11 extends fi-om the first section 13 outward at an angle 
(see angle a in Fig. 8 of Attachment 2) to a plane (Att. 2) across a face (Att. 2) to the steering 
wheel 3, the second section 1 1 inherently for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular 
operator's body (e.g., the hand) when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body 
on the second section 1 1 is less than the pressure for deforming the second section 1 1 out of 
interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 10, and deforming 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 10 when 
pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 1 1 is equal to or 
greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 1 1 out of interference with the 
vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 10. 

Regarding claim 21, the second section 1 1 is deformable in at least one direction when 
deforming pressure is applied to such second section 1 1 since it is made of a flexible material 
such as rubber. Ibid, right column on page 1, lines 46-53. On the other hand, note that virtually 
anything will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See the term "flexible" in 
Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co.. Inc., supra. 

Regarding claim 22, the second section 1 1 supports a portion of the vehicular operator's 
body when pressure fi-om such body portion is applied in at least one direction. 

Regarding claim 23, the steering wheel 10 includes a steering wheel for controlling at 
least a nautical vgssel, an aircraft, or a ground transportation vehicle. 

Regarding claim 24, the second section 1 1 will return to an original first position after 
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deforming pressure is removed therefrom since it is made of a flexible material such as rubber. 
Ibid, right column on page I, lines 46-53. 

Regarding claim 25, the portion of the body supported by the second section includes at 
least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

Regarding claim 26, the first section 13 extends a length of a predetermined peripheral 
portion of the steering wheel 10. 

Regarding claim 28/20, the first section 13 is deformable since it is made of a flexible 
material such as rubber. Ibid, left column on page 2, lines 19-34. See also the term "flexible" in 
Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. 

6. Claims 20, 27, and 28/27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Laubach (US Patent No. 1,575,848). 

Regarding claim 20, Laubach teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel 1 for controlling a vehicle comprising: 

a first section 7, 8 tiiat connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel 1 ; 
a second section 10 that connects to, and extends firom, the first section 7, 8 at the 
peripheral portion of the steering wheel I, the second section 10 extends from the first section 7, 
8 outward at an angle (see angle a in Fig. 2 of the Attachment 3) to a plane (Att. 3) across a face 
(Att. 3) to the steering wheel 1, the second section 10 inherently for supporting at least a portion 
of a vehicular operator's body (e.g., the hand) when pressure from the portion of the vehicular 
operator's body on the second section 10 is less than the pressure fdr deforming the second 
section 10 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 1, 
and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's abihty to operate the steering 
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wheel 1 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 10 
is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 10 out of interference 
with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 1 . 

Regarding claim 27, the second section 10 includes at least two second sections 10 that 
each connects to the first section 7, 8 at separate locations (by comparing Applicant's Fig. 2 with 
Laubach's Fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 28/20 and 28/27, the first section 10 is inherently deformable. See the 

term "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. 

7. Applicant's arguments filed April 5, 2006 have been fiilly considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Objections to the Drawings and Specification 

The objections have been withdrawn in view of Applicant's replacement drawings and 



Art Rejection 

Van Arsdel 

Apphcant contended, inter alia, that: 

A review of Figs. 3 and 5 as announced by the Examiner to 
attempt to show that the auto steering wheel handgrip of Van 
Arsdel is disposed at an angle a to a plane across the face of the 
steering wheel shows that the Examiner's position is misplaced. 
As the description above from Van Arsdel indicates, the auto 
steering wheel handgrip is disposed as shown in Figure 6 parallel 
to the plane across the face of the steering wheel not at angle to it. 
This is very clear because in each disposition of the auto steering 
wheel handgrip in the Figures, the handgrip is fixed in this parallel 
plane to support the thumb or part of the patoi. It is also fixed so 
that it is not deformable so the driver can put extensive pressure on 
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it (and it will not move) for steering the automobile (see 
underscored sections in the quotation above). (Emphasis added). 

The Examiner respectfully submits: 

As noted in MPEP 2111, during patent examination, claims 
are given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with 
the specification. It is proper to use the specification to interpret 
what the applicant meant by a word or phrase recited in the claim. 
However, it is not proper to read limitations appearing in the 
specification into the claim when these limitations are not recited 
in the claim. See In re Paulsen, 30 F.3d 1475, 1480, 31 USPQ2d 
1671, 1674 (Fed. Cir. 1994); zn.&Intervet America Inc. v. Kee-Vet 
Lab. Inc., 887 F.2d 1050, 1053, 12 USPQ2d 1474, 1476 (Fed. Cir. 
1989). (Emphasis added). 

At the outset, Apphcant's arguments are not based on the hmitations appearing in the 

claims. In re Self 213 USPQ 1, 5 (CCPA 1982). In fact, Applicant's claim 1 recites "a second 

section that connects to, and extends from, the first section outward at an angle to a plane across 

a face to the steering wheel." It is clear from claim 1 that it requires the second section of the 

handgrip, not the handgrip per se, extends from the first section outward at an angle to the plane 

across the face of the steering wheel. Therefore, Applicant's contention that "[a]s the description 

above from Van Arsdel indicates, the auto steering wheel handgrip is disposed as shown in 

Figure 6 parallel to the plane across the face of the steering wheel not at angle to if is 

immaterial to the patentability of the claim. The issue is not whedier Arsdel' s handgrip disposed 

at an angle relative to the plane across the face of the steering wheel. Rather, the issue is whether 

Arsdel teaches the second section that connects to and extends from the first section outward at 

an angle relative to the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 

In the case at hand, on page 1, right column, lines 13-28, Arsdel describes: "[t]he grip rest 

2 is concave longitudinally and about half of the rest extends over and part way across the 
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steering wheel rim 3 in a manner to slope dovrawardly and inwardly of the rim. The outer edge 4 
of the side, and 5 of the rear end of the concave, located above the rim, extends up into a 
marginal flange to be contacted by the inside of the ball of the thumb or by the bottom of the 

hand, depending upon wliich part of the hand is seated to rest." See also Arsdel's claims 1 and 2. 
Arsdel's concave upward section 2 extends from the first section 4 outward at an angle a to the 
plane across the face of the steering wheel as seen in Figs. 3 and 8 of Attachment 1. Therefore, 
Arsdel's concave upward section 2 in Fig. 3 of Arsdel "reads on" Applicant's claimed second 

section. 

In addition, Applicant's contention that Arsdel's handgrip "is also fixed so that it is not 

deformable so the driver can put extensive pressure on it (and it will not move) for steering the 

automobile" is unsupported by substantial evidence in the record. Indeed, on page I, right 

column, line 49 through line 2, left column, page 2, Arsdel expressly describes: 

My improved grip-rest may be formed integrally with the 
rim of the steering wheel as shown in Fig. 8, but I prefer to make it 
removable as an attachment for any make of car and also to make 
it adjustable to suit the requirements or fancy ^of the driver. 
(Emphasis added). 

Particularly, Applicant's contention is in direct conflict with Arsdel's description on page 

2, left colunrn, lines 28-32: 

The grip rest may be shifted along the length of the rim, or 
vertically around it by reversing the screw sufficiently to permit 
change of the rest to the new position, where it will be held again 
by tightening up on the screw. (Emphasis added). 

Simply put, Arsdel explicitly teaches that the driver may loosen the screw 14 in Fig. 6 so 

that it is deformable in order that the driver can put extensive pressure on it and it will move for 

steering the automobile. 
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The support in the description of Arsdel that it will deform out of the interference with 
the operation of the steering wheel is on page 2, left column, lines 28-32. By loosening or 
reversing the screw 14 sufficiently to permit Arsdel's second section 2 shifted or vertically 
around the rim 3, the second section can be at the new position wherein the second section does 
not interfere with the operation of the steering wheel to suit the requirements or fancy of the 
driver. 

For the reasons set forth above, the rejection based on Arsdel is respectfiilly maintained. 
Anson 

First, on page 10 of the Amendment, Applicant argued that the steering wheel attacliment 
of Anson teaches away from the invention of claim 20. It is well settled that "[ajrguments that 
the alleged anticipatory prior art is 'nonanalogous art' or 'teaches away from the invention' or 
not recognized as solving tfie problem solved by the claimed invention, [are] not germane to a 
rejection under section 102." Twin Disc, Inc. v. United States, 231 USPQ 417, 424 (CI. Ct. 
1986) and MPEP 213 1.05. 

Second, Applicant asserted that there is no teaching in Anson that the steering wheel 
attachment can be disposed of any location other than at the bottom of the steering wheel where 
it dangles for use. 

The instant assertion is likewise unsupported by substantial evidence in the record. For 
example, on page 1, left column, line 48 through line 32, rigjit column, Anson expressly 
describes: "a means for attachment to the steering wheel, whereby the device may be readily 
attached to. or removed from, the wheel, and which may be quickly and easily shifted to various 
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positions on the wheel as dictated by the degree of driving comfort desired^ Particularly, on 

page 2, left column, lines 62-72, Anson teaches: 

At the same time, if it becomes desirable to move the 
attachment to a different position on the wheel rim, a sUght 
movement of the grip portion toward the wheel rim will loosen the 
contact of strap 1 3 therewith, and the attachment can then be easily 
shifted to some other position on the wheel. Similarly, the 
attachment may be rotated about the wheel rim firom its normal 
pendent position to a position within the periphery of the wheel 
when it becomes desirable to dispense with its use in operating the 
wheel. (Emphasis added). 

As evidenced in the above quotation, Anson explicitly states that the driver may rotate 

Anson's attachment/handgrip about the wheel rirn 10 to a position within the periphery of the 

wheel, i.e., to a position shown in Applicant's Fig. 4 when the driver so desires. Anson's 

description above shows that Anson-type-attachment is operated in a similar maimer to what is 

claimed in claim 20. As such, a person of ordinary skill in the art would find that there is a 

teaching in Anson in which the hands are or other body part is supported by Anson attachment as 

set forth in claim 20.- 

Third, in the same vein of arguments, Applicant argued: "the steering wheel attachment 
of Anson at least does not teach the features of the second section being disposed outward at an 
angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel (Anson extends rearward) and it does 
not teach that the attachment would deform out of interfer^ce with the operation of the steering 
wheel as set forth in claim 20." 

However, since Anson's attachment may be rotated about the wheel rim from its normal 
pendent position to a position within the periphery of the wheel when it becomes desirable to 
dispense with its use in operating the wheel, Anson's attachment clearly is capable to be rotated 
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outward such that the second section 11 is at an angle from the plane across the face of the 
steering wheel and out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel as claimed. On 
the other hand, it is well settled that a claim containing a "recitation with respect to the manner in 
which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the claimed 
apparatus from a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus teaches all the structural 
limitations of the claim. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1647 (Bd. Pat. App. Inter. 1987) and 
MPEP 21 14. hi the case at hand, Anson teaches all structural limitations in the claims, therefore. 
Applicant's contention regarding the manner in which the claimed device is intended to be 
employed is unpersuasive. 
Laubacb 

Applicant contended that the knobs of Laubach are rigidly connected to the steering 
wheel by the screws 5, thus, the knobs are meant remain in place in operation. Nevertheless, 
common sense teaches that the driver can unscrew Laubach's screws 5, and then screw or fasten 
the screws 5 at other position on the rim 6 of the steering wheel as the driver so desires. In other 
words, the position of Laubach's knobs is capable of being changed. As such, Laubach's knobs 
can inherently perform the flmctions recited in Applicant's claim. In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 
1437, 44 USPQ2d 1429 (Fed. Cfr. 1997). 

Applicant further asserted that the Examiner's drawings to attempt to show the enlarged 
head 10 is disposed outward at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel is 
unsupported. Applicant's instant assertion is in direct conflict with the substantial evidence 
presented in Laubach's Fig. 2. This Fig. 2 shows that the second section of Laubach forms an 
angle with the face of the steering wheel as seen in Attachment 3. Note that things clearly shown 
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in reference patent drawing qualify as prior art features, even though unexplained by the 
specification as long as they are not inconsistent with the specification. In re Mraz, 173 USPQ 
25(CCPA 1972). 

Finally, Applicant averred that the knob of Laubach does not deform out of interference 
with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in claim 20. The Examiner respect&lly 
submits that the driver can unscrew Laubach's screws 5, and then screw or fasten the screws 5 at 
other position on the rim 6 of the steering wheel such that the new position is out of interference 
with the operation of the steering wheel as the driver so desires. The operation to adjust or 
change the position of Laubach's handgrips is similar to the operation to adjust the handgrip of 
Arsdel since both Laubach and Arsdel use the screws as the fastening means. Since the position 
of Laubach's knobs is capable of being changed to be out of interference with the operation of 
the steering wheel, i.e., Laubach's knobs can inherently performed the functions recited in 
Applicant's claim, therefore, Applicant's claims are anticipated by Laubach. In re Schreiber and 
Ex parte Masham, supra. 

For the foregoing reasons, the rejections under the art are respectfiilly maintained. 
8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS firom the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR i 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



examiner should be directed to Vinh T. Luong whose telephone number is 571-272-7109. The 
exanuiier can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday. 

jf attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
super /isor, Richard Ridley can be reached on 571-272-6917. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application orproceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application hiformation Retrieval (PAIR) system. StaUis information for published apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



9. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



May 8, 2006 



Luong 




YinhT. Luong 
Primary Examiner 
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ATTACHMENT 1 



i 



May 24, 11938. e. van arsdel 2,118,540 

AOTO STEBRI«0 WHEEL HANDGRIP 
Filed May 10, 1937 




or Tfie sT.es^''"^ 
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ATTACHMENT 2 



Oct 25, 1938. 



I. A. ANSON 
STEERIHG WHEEL ATTACHMENT 
Filed Sept. 30, 1937 



2,134,020 
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ATTACHMENT 3 



March 9 , 1926. 



C. E. E. LAUBACH 

• STEERING WHEEL 
Filed. July 13 , 1925 



1,575,848 
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Date of Electronic Deposit: December 6, 2007 
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1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was filed in this application 
after appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, but prior to a decision on the 
appeal. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14 and prosecution in this application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 
Applicant's submission filed on October 30, 2007 has been entered. 

2. The amendment filed on August 3, 2006 has been entered. 

3. Applicant's election without traverse of the species of Figs, 1, 3, and 4 in the reply filed 
on January 30, 2006 in the parent application is carried over to the instant RCE application. 

4. Claims 20-23, 25, 26, and 28 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on January 30, 2006. 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27/14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable" in claims 14 and 27 is a 
relative term, which renders the claim indefinite. The term "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," or 
"non-deformable" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably 
apprised of the scope of the invention. See Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., 163 USPQ 397 
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(DC N 111 1969)("FIexibility" and "rigidity" are relative terms, particularly since virtually any 
thing will flex if enough pressure is applied to it). It is unclear, e.g., what range of Rockwell 
hardness of the material of the second section is required so that the second section is considered 
as being "rigid," "semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable," In other words, it is unclear 
what objective test(s) is(are) required in order to determine whether the second section is "rigid," 
"semi-rigid," "flexible," or "non-deformable." 

7. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27/14, as best understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Van Arsdel (US Patent No. 2,1 1 8,540). 

Regarding claim 14, Van Arsdel teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus 
associated with a steering wheel 3 for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section 4 (i.e., a horizontal section) that cormects to a peripheral portion of 
the steering wheel 3; and 

a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section 2 that connects 
to, and extends from the first section 4 at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel 3, the 
second section 2 extends from the first section 4 outward at an angle (see angle a in Figs. 3 and 5 
of Attachment 1) to a plane (Att. 1) across a firont face of the steering wheel 3, the second section 
2 for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion 
of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 2 is less than the pressure for deforming 
the second section 2 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate- the 
steering wheel 3, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to 
operate the steering wheel 3 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on 
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the second section 2 is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 2 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 3. 

Regarding claim 15, the steering wheel 3 includes a steering wheel 3 for controlling at 
least a nautical vessel, aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

Regarding claim 16, the portion of the body supported by the second section includes at 
least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

Regarding claim 17, the first section 4 extends a length of a predetermined peripheral 
portion of the steering wheel 3. 

Regarding claim 19/17, the first section 4 is deformable. Note that.virtually any thing 
will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See "flexibility" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub 
Co., Inc., supra. 

Regarding claim 24/14, each first section 4 is formed integral with. the steering wheel 3. 
It is well settled that the term "integral" is not restricted to a one-piece article. The term 
"integral" is sufficiently broad to embrace constructions united by such means as fastening and 
welding. See In re Hotte, 177 USPQ 326 (CC? A); In re Clark, 102 USPQ 241 (CCPA); In re 
Dike. 157 USPQ 581 (CCPA); In re Kohno, 157 USPQ 275 (CCPA); and In re Morris, 43 
USPQ2d 1753, 1757 (CAFC 1997). 

Regarding claim 27/14, the first section 4 is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non- 
deformable. See "flexibility" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. 
8. Claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27/14, as best understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Anson (US Patent No. 2,134,020). 
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Regarding claim 14, Anson teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel 10 for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section 13 that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel 10; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section 1 1 that connects 
to, and extends from the first section 13 at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel 10, the 
second section 1 1 extends from the first section 13 outward at an angle (see angle a in Fig. 8 of 
Attachment 2) to a plane (Att. 2) across a fi-ont face of the steering wheel 10, the second section 
1 1 for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the portion 
of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 1 1 is less than the pressure for deforming 
the second section 1 1 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the 
steering wheel 10, and deforming out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to 
operate the steering wheel 10 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's body on 
the second section 1 1 is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second section 1 1 
out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 10. 

Regarding claim 15, the steering wheel 10 includes a steering wheel 10 for controlling at 
least a nautical vessel, aircraft, or ground transportation vehicle. 

Regarding claim 16, the portion of the body supported by the second section includes at 
least a forearm, wrist, or hand. 

Regarding claim 17, the first section 13 extends a length of a predetermined peripheral 
portion of the steering wheel 10. 
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Regarding claim 19/17, the first section 13 is deformable. Note that virtually any thing 
will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub 
Co., Inc., supra. 

Regarding claim 24/14, each first section 13 is formed integral with the steering wheel 
10, See In re Hotte; In re Clark; In re Dike; In re Kohno; and In re Morris, supra. 

Regarding claim 27/14, the first section 13 is flexible, rigid, or semi-rigid, or non- 
deformable. See "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. 

9. Claims 14, 18, and 19/18, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Laubach (US Patent No. 1 ,575,848). 

Regarding claim 14, LaubacH teaches a fatigue relieving/preventing apparatus associated 
with a steering wheel 1. for controlling a vehicle, comprising: 

a first section 7, 8 that connects to a peripheral portion of the steering wheel 1; and 
a rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section 10 that connects 
to, and extends from the first section 7, 8 at the peripheral portion of the steering wheel 1 , the 
second section 10 extends from the first section 7, 8 outward at an angle (see angle a in Fig. 2 of 
Attachment 3) to a plane (Att. 3) across a front face (Att. 3) of the steering wheel 1, the second 
section 10 for supporting at least a portion of a vehicular operator's body when pressure from the 
portion of the vehicular operator's body on the second section 10 is less than the pressure for 
deforming the second section 10 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to 
operate the steering wheel 1, and deforming out of interference vAth the vehicular operator's 
ability to operate the steering wheel 1 when pressure from the portion of the vehicular operator's 
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body on the second section 10 is equal to or greater than the pressure for deforming the second 
section 10 out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the steering wheel 1. 

Regarding claim 18, the second section 10 includes at least two second sections (Fig. 1) 
that each connect to the first section 7, 8 at separate locations. 

Regarding claim 19/18, the first section 7, 8 is deformable. Note that virtually any thing 
will be deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. See "flexible" in Fredman v. Harris-Hub 
Co., Inc., supra. 

10. Claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27/14, as best understood, are provisionally rejected under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 20-28 of copending Application No. 10720821 (Appl.'821). 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27/14 of this application and claims 20-28 of 
Appi.'82l claim common structures such as a first section and a second section connected to the 
first section. To the extent that claims 14-19, 24/14, and 27/14 in this application call for the 
second section being rigid, semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable, meanwhile, claims 20-28 
in Appl.'821 call for the secohd section being deformable, however, the terms rigid, semi-rigid, 
flexible, non-deformable,' and deformable are relative terms. In fact, when the second section is 
rigid, semi-rigid, or flexible, it inherently is deformed if enough pressure is applied to it. 
Alternatively, when the second section is deformable, it inherently is flexible. See Fredman v. 
Harris-Hub Co., Inc., supra. On the other hand, it is well settled that selection of knovm 
material suitable for its intended purpose would have been obvious. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416 
(CCPA 1 960) and MPEP 2144.07. 
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It would have been obvious to one. having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to choose the material of the second section claimed in claims 14-19, 24/14, 
and 27/14 of this application such that it is deformable as claimed in claims 20-28 of Appl.'821 
in order support a portion of the vehicular operator's body as taught or suggested by common 
knowledge in the art. In re Leshirt, supra. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

11. Applicant's arguments filed October 31, 2006 and September 10, 2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 
A. General 

The Examiner respectfully submits: 



As noted in MPEP 2111," during patent examination, claims are 
given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the 
specification. It is proper to use the specification to interpret what 
the Appellant meant by a word or phrase recited in the claim. 
However, it is not proper to read limitations appearing in the 
specification into the claim when these limitations are not recited 
in the claim. See In re Paulsen, 30 F.3d 1475, 1480, 31 USPQ2d 
1671, 1674 (Fed. Cir. 1994); and Intervet America Inc. v. Kee-Vet 
Lab. Inc., 887 F.2d 1050, 1053, 12 USPQ2d 1474, 1476 (Fed. Cir. 
1989). (Emphasis added). 

B. The Claims are Indefinite 

The rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, in this case is proper because the 
reason is simply that during patent prosecution, the claims can be amended to remove the 
ambiguities. In re Zletz, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (CAFC 1989). In fact, our reviewing Court in 
Z/e/z emphasized: 
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An essential purpose of patent examination is to fashion claims 
that are precise, clear, correct, and unambiguous.. Only in this 
way can uncertainties of claim scope be removed, as much as 
possible, during the administrative process. 

Thus, the inquiry during examination is patentability of the 
invention as "the applicant regards" it, and if the claims do not 
"particularly point out and distinctly claim", in the words of 
section 1 12, that which examination shows the applicant is entitled 
to claim as his invention, the appropriate PTO action is to reject 
the claims for that reason. (Emphasis added). 

Regarding Appellant's reliance on extrinsic evidence; such-as, Ninth New Collegiate 
Dictionary, the Examiner respectfully submits that the specification is the single best guide to the 
meaning of a claim term. Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303, 1315 [75 USPQ2d 1321](Fed. 
Cir. 2005)(e« banc). See also, e.g., the meaning of the term "adjustable" in Curtiss-Wright Flow 
Control Corp. v. Velan Inc., 77 USPQ2d 1988 (Fed. Cir. 2006). Since Appellant's specification 
does not provide a guidance as to, inter alia, (a) what type of material(s) is(are) considered to be 
"rigid, semi-rigid, or flexible, or non-deformable"; and (b) what objective test(s) is(are) required 
in order to determine whether a material is "rigid, semi-rigid, or flexible, or non-deformable." 
Thus, Appellant's claims are unclear and/or ambiguous. 

C. Van Arsdel 

At the outset, Appellant's arguments are not based on the limitations appearing in the 
claims. In re Self, 213 USPQ 1, 5 (CCPA 1982). In fact. Appellant's claim 14 recites "a rigid, 
semi-rigid or flexible, or non-deformable second section that cormects to, and extends from the 
first section outward at an angle to a plane across a front face to the steering wheel." It is clear 
from claim 14 that it requires the second section of the handgrip, not the handgrip per se, extends 
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from the first section outward at an angle to the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 
Therefore, Appellant's contention that the grip rest of Van Arsdel is in a plane parallel with the 
one across the face of the steering wheel on page 8 of the brief is immaterial to the patentability 
of the claim. The issue is not whether Arsdel's grip rest is disposed at an angle relative to the 
plane across the face of the steering wheel. Rather, the issue is whether Arsdel teaches the 
second section that connects to and extends from the first section outward at an angle relative to 
the plane across the face of the steering wheel. 

In the case at hand, on page 1, right column, lines 13-28, Arsdel describes: "[t]he grip rest 
2 is concave longitudinally and about half of the rest extends over and part way across the 
steering wheel rim 3 in a manner to slope downwardly and inwardly of the rim. The outer edge 4 
of the side, and 5 of the rear end of the concave, located above the rim, extends up into a 
marginal flange to be contacted by the inside of the ball of the thumb or by the bottom of the 
hand, depending upon which part of the hand is seated to rest." See also Arsdel's claims 1 and 2. 
Arsdel's concave upward section 2 extends from the first section 4 outward at an angle a to the 
plane across the face of the steering wheel as seen in Figs. 3 and 8 of Attachment 1 of the final 
action. Therefore, Arsdel's concave upward section 2 in Fig. 3 of Arsdel "reads on" Appellant's 
claimed second section. 

In addition. Appellant's contention that "[o]nce the grip-rest of Arsdel's handgrip is in 
place, it is fixed, and does not move" is unsupported by substantial evidence in the record. 
Indeed, on page 1, right column, line 49 through line 2, left column, page 2, Arsdel expressly 
describes: 
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My improved grip-rest may be formed integrally with the rim of 
the steering wheel as shown in Fig. 8, but I prefer to make it 
removable as an attachment for any make of car and also to make 
it adjustable to suit the requirements or fancy of the driver. 
(Emphasis added). 

Particularly, Appellant's contention is in direct conflict with Arsdel's description on page 

2, left column, lines 2 8 -3 2 : 

The grip rest may be shifted along the length of the rim, or 
vertically around it by reversing the screw sufficiently to permit 
change of the rest to the new position, where it will be held again 
by tightening up on the screw. (Emphasis added). 

Simply put, Arsdel explicitly teaches that the driver may loosen the screw 14 in Fig. 6 so 
that it is deformable in order that the driver can put extensive pressure on it and it -will move for 
steering the automobile. 

The support in the description of Arsdel for the statement that the second section will 
deform out of the interference with the operation of the steering wheel is found on page 2, left 
column, lines 28-32. By loosening or reversing the screw 14 sufficiently to permit Arsdel's 
second section 2 shifted vertically around the rim 3, the second section can be at the new position 
wherein the second section does not interfere with the operation of the steering wheel to suit the 
requirements or fancy of the driver. 

D. Anson 

The thrust of Appellant's arguments is that Anson is missing at least the deforming 
element of claim 20. See first paragraph on page 12 of the brief However, claim 20 is 
withdrawal claim. Therefore, the Examiner assumes that Appellant intended to mean claim 14. 
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The instant assertion is likewise unsupported by substantial evidence in the record. In 
fact, Anson's grip is made of flexible or semi-rigid material, therefore, Anson's grip is 
deformable or deflectable out of interference with the vehicular operator's ability to operate the 
steering wheel, i.e., out of the normal position. See page 2, right column, and lines 25-40, 
quoted below: 

In the modification illustrated in Figs. 4 and 6, neck 12 is 
constructed of a rubber composition having the same desired 
characteristics of pliability and semi-rigidity described in 
connection with the form illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2 and de- 
scribed above. The hand grip portion 1 1, however, may be made 
of solid material such as metal, and is detachably connected to 
neck 12. While this modification does not possess the degree of 
hand gripping comfort inherent in the principal modification, 
nevertheless, by virtue of the pliability and semi-rigidity of the 
neck portion; this type of attachment will also provide the 
advantages of ready deflection from the normal position while 
affording positive control of the wheel movements. (Emphasis 
added). 

In addition, on page 1, left column, line 48 through line 32, right column, Anson 

expressly describes: "a means for attachment to the steering wheel, whereby the device may be 

readily attached to, or removed from, the wheel, and which may be quickly and easily shifted to 

various positions on the wheel as dictated by the degree of . driving comfort desired." 

Particularly, on page 2, left column, lines 62-72, Anson teaches: 

At the same time, if it becomes desirable to move the attachment to 
a different position on the wheel rim, a slight movement of the grip 
portion toward the wheel rim will loosen the contact of strap 13 
therewith, and the attachment can then be easily shifted to some 
other position on the wheel. Similarly, the attachment may be 
rotated about the wheel rim from its normal pendent position to a 
position within the periphery of the wheel when it becomes 
desirable to dispense with its use in operating the wheel. 
(Emphasis added). 
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As evidenced by the above quotations, Ansoii explicitly states that the driver may rotate 
Anson's attachment/handgrip about the wheel rim 10 to a position within the periphery of the 
wheel, i.e., to a position shown in Appellant's Fig. 4 when the driver so desires, Anson's 
description, reveals that Anson-type-attachment is operated in a similar manner to what is 
claimed in claim 14. As such, a person of ordinary skill in the art would find that there is a 
teaching in Anson in which the hand/other body part is supported by Anson attachment as 
claimed. 

• Further, since Anson's attachment may be rotated about the wheel rim from its normal 
pendent position to a position within the periphery of the wheel when it becomes desirable to 
dispense with its use in operating the wheel, Anson's attachment is capable to be rotated outward 
such that the second section 11 is at an angle from the plane across the face of the steering wheel 
and out of interference with the operation of the steering wheel as claimed. 

On the other hand, it is well settled that a claim containing a "recitation with respect to 
the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the 
claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus teaches all the structural 
limitations of the claim. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1647 (Bd. Pat. App. Inter. 1987) and 
MPEP 2114. Since Anson teaches all structural limitations and the functional language in the 
claims. Therefore, Appellant's claims 14-17, 19/17, 24/14, and 27 are anticipated by Anson as a 
matter of law. 
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E. Laubach 

Appellant contended that the knobs of Laubach are rigidly connected to the steering 
wheel by the screws 5, thus, the knobs are meant remain in place in operation. Nevertheless, 
common sense teaches that the driver can unscrew Laubach's screws 5, and then screw or fasten 
the screws 5 at other position on the rim 6 of the steering wheel as the driver so desires. In other 
words, the position of Laubach's knobs is capable of being changed. As such, Laubach's knobs 
can inherently perform the functions recited in Appellant's claim. In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 
1437, 44 USPQ2d 1429 (Fed. Cir. 1997). 

Appellant ftirther asserted that the knob of Laubach does not deform out of interference 
with the operation of the steering wheel as set forth in claim 14. The Examiner respectfully 
submits that the driver can unscrew Laubach's screws 5, and then screw or fasten the screws 5 at 
other position on the rim 6 of the steering wheel such that the new position is out of interference 
with the operation of the steering wheel as the driver so desires. The operation to adjust or 
change the position of Laubach's handgrips is similar to the operation to adjust the handgrip of 
Arsdel since both Laubach and Arsdel use the screws as the fastening means. Since the position 
of Laubach's knobs is capable of being changed to be out of interference with the operation of 
the steering wheel, therefore, Appellant's claims are anticipated by Laubach. In re Schreiber, Ex 
parte Mas ham ; and MPEP 2 1 1 4, supra. 

F. Obviousness-type Double Patenting 

Appellant promised on page 3 of the brief that Appellant will file a terminal disclaimer to 
overcome the obviousness-type double patenting rejection. Appellant's promise without 
consideration does not overcome the current obviousness-type double patenting. 



Application/Control Number: Page 15 

10/727,306 

Art Unit: 3682 

CONCLUSION 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 

12. AH claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application. prior to the entry of 
the submission under 37 CFR 1.1 14 and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art 
of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the application prior to entry under 
37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action . 
after the filing of a request for continued examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.1 14. 
See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vinh T. Luong whose telephone number is 571-272-7109. The 
examiner can normally be reached oh Monday - Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Ridley can be reached on 571-272-6917. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 




Luong 



VtnhT.Luong 
f-^rimaryejiaminer 



November 19, 2007 
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